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THE NEGRO. 



What is his Ethnological Status ? Is he the progeny of Sam ? 
Is he a descendant of Adam and Eve f Has he a Soul f 
or is he a Beast, in God's nomendature f What is his 
Status as fixed hy God in creation f What is his relation 
to the White race ? 



The intelligent will see at once, that the question otslavertfj 
either right or wrong, is not involved in this caption for ex- 
amination : nor is that question discussed. The points ar< 
purely ethnological and Biblical, and are to be settled alone 
by the Bible and by concurrent history, and by facts existing 
outside of the Bible and of admitted truth. We simply say 
in regard to ourself, in this day of partisan strife, religious 
and political, that we take no part in any such party strife, 
and that it is many years since we cast our last vote. This 
much, to prevent evil surmises, 

With this understood independence of all parties, we be- 
gin by saying, that the errors and mistakes, in understand- 
ing the true position of the negro, as God intended it to be 
in his order of creation, are all traceable to, and arise out 
of two assumptions. The learned men of the past and pres- 
ent age, the clergy and others have assumed vm true : 

1. That the negro is a descendant of Ham, the youngest 
son of Noah. This is false and untrue. 

2. That the negro is a descendant of, or the progeny of, 
Adam and £ve. This is also false and untrue. 

These questions, or rather these assumptions, of the 
learned and unlearned world, are Biblical, and are to be 
settled by the Bible alone, whether they be true or- false, and 
by outside concurrent history — and of facts known to exist, 
and a4mitted to be true by the intelligent, and as they may 
serve" te elucidate any statement or account driven in the 
Bible. 

We sluiU have frequent use of the term, "logic of facts," 
and now txplaiu what we mean by it. It is this : If one 
sees another with a gun in his hands, and that he shoots a 
man and kills him, and the bullet is found afterward in the 
dead man's body, that although we did not see the ^ulUt 




put itito the gun, yet we know bj thia "logic of fucta," that 

I it was in the gun. It is the strongest evidence of what is 
true, of an J testimony that can be offered. 
It will be admitted by all, and contradicted by none, that 
we now have existing on earth, two races of men, the i^^hite 
and the black. We beg here to remind our readers, * hat 
when they see the word raen, or man, iiaticised, we do not 
uae it as applying to Adam and his mce. But we may 
sometimes use these words in the general and accepted sense 
of them, but it is only for the purpose of getting before the 
minds of our readers, the propositions of the learned of this 
age, exactly as they would wish them to be stated. We 
will now describe, ethnologically, the prominent characteris- 
f^.tics and differences of these two races as we now find them. 
The white race have long, straight hair, high foreheads, 

I high noses, thin lips, and white skins: the olive and sun- 
burnt color, where tlie other characteristics are found, be- 
long equally to the white race. 
The negro or black race, are woolly or kinky-headed, low 
foreheads, flat noses, tliick-lipped, and have a black skin. 
This description of the two races is (though not all their 
differences), full enough for the f^iir discussion of their re- 
spective stations in Gotl's order of creation, nnd will be ad- 
mitted to be just and true, as far as it goes, by all candid 
and learned men. Therefore the reader will observe, that 
when either of the terms, whUey black or negro, is used, r<3- 
ferring to race^ that we refer to the one or the other, as the 

Pease may he, as is here set forth in describing the two races. 
In God*s nomenclature of the creation, his order stiinds 
thus: 1. Birds; 2. Fowls; 3. Creeping things; 4. Cattle ; 
5» Beasts; 6, Adara and Eve. We shall uae this, but with- 
out any intended disparagement to any, as it is tlie be^i and 
» highest authority. 
Before proceeding with the examination of the subjects 
involved in the caption to this paper, we will for a moment, 
notice the prevailing errors, now existing in all their strength, 
and held by the clergy, and many learned men, to be true, 
which are: 1, Haul's name, which they allege, in Hebrew, 
means black; 2. The curse denounced against him, that » 
servant of servants should he he unto his brethren; and 
that ihi^ curse, was <1 enounced agujnst Ham, for tlie acei- 

^ dental seeing of liis father Noah nnked — that tliis curse wna 
to do so, and did change him, so that instead of being long, 
^truighthsiiredj high forehead, high nose, thin lips and white. 
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as he then was, and like his brothers Shera and Japheth, he 
was from that day forth, to be kinky- headed, low forehead,' 
thick lipped and black skinned ; and that his namCy and this 
curse^ effected all this. And truly, to answer their assump- 
tions, it must have done so, or the case would not fit the 
negro, as we now find him. And they adduce in proof, that 
Ham*8 name in Hebrew (tCHam), means blacky the present 
color of the negro, and that therefore Ham is the progenitor 
of the black race. They seem to forget, or rather, they 
ignore the fact, that the Bible nowhere says, that such 'a 
curse, or that any curso whatever, was denounced against 
Ham by his father Noah ; but that this curse, with whatever 
it carried with it, was hurled at Canaan, the youngest son 
of Ham. But it is of little consv?quence, in the settlement 
of these great questions, which was intended, whether Ham 
or his youngest son Canaan. But if it be of any value in 
supporting their theory, this meaning of Ham's name in 
Hebrew, in designating his color to be black, and black it 
must be, to answer the color of the negro, then the names 
of Sliem and Japheth should be of equal value, in determin- 
ing their color ; for each of the brothers received their re- 
spective names a hundred years or more before the flood, 
and were all the children of the same father and same 
mother. Now, if Shem and Japheth's names do not describe 
their color (which they do not), upon what principles of 
logical philology or grammar, can Ham's name determine 
his color? How many of this day are there who are called, 
black, white, brown, and olive, all of whom are white, and 
without the slightest suspicion, that the name indicated the 
color of their respective owners. Is it not strange, that in- 
telligent and learned men, should be compelled to rely on 
such puerilities, as arguments and truly supporting such 
tremendous conclusions ? But they say it was his name in 
conjunction with the curse, that made him and his descend- 
ants the negro we' now find on earth. It is an axiom in 
logic, that, that which is not in the constituent, can not be 
in the constituted. We have seen, that the making of Ham 
a negro, is not in the name, which is one of the constituents, 
now let us see, if it is in the other constituent, the curse. 
Now the €ur%e and name changed Ham, if their theory be 
true, from a white man, to a black negro. If the curse, were 
capable of effecting such results, it is to be found in the word 
' eurscy and not in the words, that a servant of servants should 
he ^e,as he and his descendants could^aa readily \^ %<^x^*^^:scv»^^ 
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white as black, and he was already white, and no necessity 
to mtfke him black, to be a servant. If this efTect on Ham, 
is to be found in the word curse^ it will then be necessary, 
for the advocates of the assumption, to show, that such were 
its usual results, whenever that word was used ; for unless 
, such were its common effects, when used by God himself, by 
s^^men of Gbd, by patriarchs and by prophets, then we ask, on 
what grounds, if any there be, it is, that they assert, that 
ii did produce this effect, in this instance^ by Noah on Ilara 
and his descendants ? We do not question or doubt, that 
Canaan, was denounced in the curse, pronounced by Noah, 
that he should be a servant of servants ; but whether Ham 
or Canaan alone is meant, is not material to the questions at 
issue, except in this view ; but the advocates of such being 
its effect, must show, that such, at least was its effect pre- 
vious to, and after Noah used it ; and if they fail in this, 
that necessarily, this part of their argument is also a total 
failure. Let us look into the Bible. God cursed our first 
parents. Did this curse kink their hair, flatten their skulls, 
blacken their skin and flatten their nose ? If it did, then 
Noah was sadly mistaken and these gentlemen too, in sup- 
posing that it was Noah's curse, that accomplished all this, 
for it was already done for the whole race — and long before, 
by God himself. God cursed the serpent. Did the curse 
produce this effect on him ? He cursed Cain — did it affect 
his skin, his hair, his forehead, his nose or his lips? These 
curses were all pronounced by God himself and produced no 
such effects. But we proceed and take up the holy men of 
God, the patriarchs and prophets, and see what their curses 
produced. Did the curse of Jacob, produce this effect on 
Simeon and Levi ? did it produce this effect on the man who 
would make a gra^ven image? did it produce this effect on 
the man who would refcuild Jericho ? did it produce this effect 
on those, who raaketh the blind to wander out of the way ? 
did it produce this effect on those, who perverteth the judg. 
ment of the stranger, the fatherless and the widow ? Curn 
multis aliis. It did not. But if it did produce this effect in 
these cases, then when we read, that Christ died to redeem 
us from the curse, are we to understand, that he died to re- 
deem us from a kinky head, flat nose, thick lips and a black 
skin ? But such curses, never having produced such effects, 
when pronounced by God, by patriarch, by prophet, or by 
any holy man of God before or since, then we inquire to 
know, on what principles of interpretation, grammar or logic 
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it is, that it can so mean in this case of. Noah 7 There are no 
words in the curse, that express, or even imply such effects. 
Then in the absence of all such effects, following such curses, 
and as they are narrated in the Bible, whether pronounced 
by God or man ; and there being nothing in the language 
beside to sustain it, and if true, Ham's posterity must be 
shown now, as its truthful witnesses, from this, our day, 
back to the flood or to Ham ; and which can not be done — 
and if this can not be done, then all arguments and asser- 
tions, based on such assumptions, that Ham was the father 
of the negro or black race, are false ; and if false, fiben the 
negro is in no sense, the descendant of Ham ; and therefore, 
he must have been in the ark, and as he was not one of 
Noah's family, that he must have entered it in some capacity, 
or relation to the other beasts or cattle. For that he did 
enter the ark is plain from the fact, that he is now here, and 
not of the family or progeny of Ham. And no one has ever 
suspicioned either Shem or Japheth of being the father of 
the negro ; therefore he must have come out of the ark, and 
he could not come out, unless he had previously entered it ; 
and if he entered it, that he must have existed before the 
flood, and that, too, just such negro as we have now, and 
consequently not as a descendant of Adam and Eve ; and if 
not the progeny of Adam and Eve, that he is inevitably a 
beast, and as such^ entered the ark, though having the form 
Qf man, and man he is, being so named by Adam. Such is 
the logic, and such are the conclusions to which their prem- 
ises lead, if legitimately carried out ; and by which it is 
plainly seen, that the position assumed by the learned of 
the present and past ages — that the present negroes are 
the descendants of Ham, and were made so by his name, 
or by the curse of his father — is false in fact, and but an un- 
warranted assumption at best. But while this conclusion 
is inevitable, it also reveals to us another sad fact, that the 
good men of our own race (the white), though learned and phi- 
lanthropic, exhibit a weakness, alas ! too common in this our 
day, that anything they wish to believe or think will be pop- 
ular, that it is very- easy to convert the greatest improha- 
bUiHes into the best grounds of their faith. The word used 
by Ood, used by patriarch and by pr2phet, is the same word 
used by Noah. If the word thus used by God, and by holy 
men, did not produce the effect as is charged by these men, 
how can the «ame word, when used by Noah, do it? And 
yet, on these assumptions, the faith of more than half the 
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world seems to be now based. To expose tbese cobweb 
fabrics, called by »ome reason, on this subject, and Christian 
philanthropy by others, in which are involved, such tremens 
doas conclasionSy for weal or for wo, of so large a portion 
of the biped creation, that we feel like apologizing to oar 
readers, for answering such learned ignorance, blindness or 
weakness. But the meaning of Ham's name in Hebrew is 
not primarify black. Its primary meaning is : 1 . Sunburnt ; 
2. swarthy ; S. dark ; 4. black — and its most uniutial mean- 
injr. 

Having now disposed of these /anW^s, for they are nothing 
better, of the effects of Ham's name, and Noah's curse, in 
making him a negro; and having examined them, for the par- 
pose of showing on what flimsy grounds this mightiest 
of structures of air-built theories rests, and for this purpose 
onlf/j as what we have said about them is not connected with, 
nor germain to the way we intend to pursue, in investigating 
the questions forming the caption to this paper. But having 
now disposed of them, we take up our own subject. The 
reader will bear in mind the description we have given re- 
spectively of the white and black races. 

The first question to which we now invite attention is : Do 
the characteristics which we have given of the white race, 
belong equally, to all three of the sons of Noah — Shera, 
Ham and Japheth, and their descendants ? If they do, then 
the black race, belong to, and have since the flood at least, 
belonged to another and totally different race of men. 

Now to oar qnestion: Do the characteristics, which we 
have given of the white race, belong equally to the three 
sons of Noah and their descendants alike? We will begin 
with Noah himself first. The Bible says of Noah, that he 
was perfect in his generation. We will not stop to criticise 
the Hebrew translated ** generation," for any English scholar 
on reading the verse in which it occurs, will see at once, that 
to make sense, it should have been genealogy. Then Noah 
was perfect in his genealogy — he was a preacher of right-- 
eounness — he was the husband of one wife, who was also 
perfect in her genealogy; by this one wife, he had three sons, 
all bom about one hundred years before the flood, and all 
three of them married, before the flood, to women who were 

Eerfect also in their genealogies. Ordinarily speaking, this 
ttle statement of facts, undenied by all, and undeniable, would 
settle at ieast this qnestion, that whatever the color of one 
might be, the others would be the same color — \{ oi^e ^«t^ 
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black, all would be black — if one were white, all would be 
white. Out of this arises the question, what was the color 
of these three brothers — were they and their descendants 
black or white ? 

We will begin with Shem, so as to find his race now on 
earth, to see if they are white or black. The Bible tells us 
where he went, and where his descendants settled, and what 
countries they o5cupied, until the days of our Saviour, who 
was of Shem's lineage after the flesh. From the days of the 
Saviour down to the present day, we see the Jews, the de- 
scendants of Shem, in every country, and see they belong to 
the white race, which none will pretend to deny — that they 
were so before, and after the flood, and have continued to 
be so to the present time, is unquestionably true. We know 
then, on Biblical authority, with mathematical certainty, that 
they are not negroes, either before, at, nor since the flood, 
but white. 

We next take up Japheth. We know where he went, and 
what countries his descendants peopled, with equal certainty 
and on equal authority — and all outside ^concurrent history, 
equally clearly prove, that Japheth's descendants peopled 
Europe, whence they have spread over all the world. -That 
they too belong to the white race, is also unquestioned, nor 
doubted by any that have eyes to see. That they were so 
before, and at the flood, and not negroes then, nor since, is 
equally undoubted and indisputable. We have not taken the 
trouble of showing step by step, where those two brothers 
went, and what countries they peopled striatimy because they 
are admitted by all, learned and unlearned, to be and to have 
done just what is here stated in spreading over the world. It 
was, therefore, unnecessary to incumber this paper, by 
proving that which none disputes. This being so, then two 
of the three brothers, are known certainly, to be of the white 
race, and not of the negro, either before or after the flood. 

We now take up the youngest brather. Ham. The evi- 
dence establishing the fact, that he too, and his descendants 
belong to the white race, with long, straight hair, high fore- 
head, high noses and thin lips, is if possible still stronger^ 
than that of either of his brothers; if indeed anything can, 
in human conception, be stronger than that, which is cf per- 
fect strength, and if this is true, then Ham can not be the 
father of the negro. As in the cases of the other two 
brothers, the Bible tells us where Ham, and his descendants 
went, and what countries they peopled, and where his race 
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may be found at this day; and which likewise, all contempo- 
raneous history abundantly testifies, and shows that they are 
of the white race, and were so before the flood, and from the 
flood continued so, and yet continue so to the present time; 
and that not one of them, is of the negro race of this day. 
We will„ in establishing the truths of the above declarations, 
take up two of Ham's sons and trace them and their descend- 
ants, from the flood to the present time, an^ show what they 
were, and what they are down to this day. These two sons 
of Ham, whose posterity we propose to trace, and show that 
they now belong to the white race, are Mizraim and Canaan, 
the second and the youngest of his sons. The families of all 
of the sons can be traced from the flood to the present day, 
but we presume two are suflficient, and that they be white ; and 
we have selected Canaan intentionally and for a purpose that 
will be seen hereafter. Canaan was denounced by Noah, that 
he should be a servant of servants to his brethren, and if it turns 
out, in this investigation, as we know it will, that they belong 
to the white race, it will satisfactorily settle this question, that 
the curse of Noah did not make him and his descendants the 
black negro we now find on earth, much less Ham, who was 
not so cursed. The Bible plainly tells us, that the country 
now called Egypt, was settled by Mizraim, the second sob 
of Ham, and was peopled by his descendants; that Mizraim, 
the second son of Ham, and grandson of Noah, gave his 
name to the country; that they called it the land of Mil- 
raim, and by which name it is still known, to the present 
day, by the descendants of its ancient inhabitants ; that thej 
built many magnificent cities on the Nile — among them, the 
city of Thebes, one of the largest and most magnificent in ' 
its architecture, and the grandeur of its monuments and 
temples, the world ever saw. Its ruins at the present day, 
are of surpassing magnificence and grandeur. The city was 
named Thebes, to commemorate the Ark, that saved Noak, 
the grandfather' of Mizraim, from the flood; the name of the 
Ark in Hebrew, being Theba. Then we take it for granted, 
ail will admit, that what is now called Egypt, was settled by 
Mizraim, the son of Ham, and grandson of Noah. The Bi- 
ble, and outside concurrent history, abundantly prove that 
he and hia descendaats, held, oooupied and ruled over Egypt, 
and continued in the possession and the occupancy of the 
country as such, until long after the Exodus of the Hebrews, 
under Moses and Aaron ; that Ham's descendants, through 
Canaan, in the persons of his sons Sidon and Heth, settled 
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Sidon, Tyre and Carthage. This will not be denied by any 
intelligent Biblical student or historian. Sidon itself was 
named after Canaan's oldest son. 

From Egypt in Africa, Mizraim's descendants passed over 
to Asia, and settled India, whence they spread over that 
continent : that great commerce sprung up between luvlia, 
etc., and Egypt and connecting countries, which was carried 
on by caravans ; that Greece and Rome subsequently, shared 
largely in this commerce, especially after the march of Alex- 
nnder the Great to India, by the caravan route, three hun- 
dred and thirty-two years before our Saviour's birth. This 
commerce has continued to our day. All these facts are un- 
deniable, and will be denied by none acquainted with the Bi- 
ble and past history. These descendants, of this maligned 
Ham, were at, and after the flood,'' and continue to be, to 
this dai/, of the white race, all having long, straight hair, 
high foreheads, high noses and thin lips; that they are so, 
and as much so as the descendants of the other two brothers, 
ifhd possessing all of the same general lineaments — lineaments? 
that so long as the race shall exist, will be an eternal pro- 
test against their being of the negro race that we now have. 
But as we intend to show conclusively that Ham and his 
descendants were and are white, long, straight hair, etc., 
from Noah to the present time, so plainly and so positively 
that no fair or candid man can have the least doubt of its 
truth, we proceed to state : That we will now give the names 
of the country, now called Egypt, beginning with its first 
settlement by Mizraim, in regular order down, to enable the 
Biblical and historical student to refer readily to the his- 
tories of the . different epochs, to detect any error, if we 
should make one, in tracing Ham's descendants, down to the 
present day. In Hebrew it is called Mizraim, in Coptic and 
Arabic (the former being now the name of its ancient or first 
inhabitants), it is called Misr or Mezr, being spelled in both 
these ways by the Arabian and Coptic writers. In Syro-Chal- 
daic and Helenic Greek it is called Aiguptos — and in Latin, 
-^gyptus. In many of the ancient Egyptian and Coptic writ- 
ings it is called Chimi, that is, the land of Ham, and is so called 
in the Bible, see Psalms cv, 23; cvi, 22, and other places. The 
ancient inhabitants now in Egypt, the Copts, are called the 
posterity of Fharaoh, by the Turks of the present day. The 
ancient Ilyksos^ or shepherd kings (patriarchs) of the He- 
brews, are sometimes confounded in ancient history, with the 
descendants of Ham, being of the same oti^inLtil ^^.o^^k.. 
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Egypt has not had a ruler of Us own since the battle of Ac- 
tium, fought by Augustus Caesar, thirty years before our 
Saviour, as God by his prophet had foretold that their own 
kings would cease forever to reign over that country. After 
the battle of Actium,it became a Roman province, and since 
that time, it has been under foreign rule. It now is, and 
has been governed by the Turks since 1517. 

It apper.rs (see Asiatic Miscel., p. 148, 4 to), that Mizrainoi, 
the son of Ham, and his sons (descendants), after settling 
Egypt, a portion went to Asia, which was settled by them, 
and that they gave their names to the different parts of the 
country where they settled, and which they refmn yet. The 
names of these sons of Mizraim as given in history are as 
follows: Hind, Sind. Zeng, Nuba, Kanaan, Kush, Kopt, 
Berber and Hebesh, or Abash. From these children of Ham, 
we not only readily trace the present nsimes of the countries, 
but that of the people also to this day ; that they founded 
the nations of the Indus, Hindoos, Nubians, Koptos, Zanze- 
bar, Barbary, Abysinia, the present Turks, is unquestioned 
and undoubted, by any intelligent scholar. That they are 
the white race, with long, straight hair, etc., is equally unques- 
tionable, and are so this day^ and as positively as that Shen 
and Japheth's descendants are now white. They first com- 
menced to settle on the Nile in Africa, they then passed 
into Asia; and these two continents were principally settled 
by them. A portion of Europe (Turkey) is occupied by 
them — these, too, have long, straight hair, etc. 

A portion of Ham's descendants, through Canaan's sons, 
Sidon and Heth, settled Sidon, Tyre, and later, Carthage. 
Tyre became a great power, and a city of much wealth and 
commerce, as we learn by the Bible and other history. Tyre 
was eventually overthrown, and her Queen and people fled 
They subsequently built the great city of Carthage, near to 
where Tunis, in Africa, is now situated. They were agaiB 
overthrown and their city destroyed by Scipio Africanus 
Secundus, after the battle of Zama. But, during one of the 
sieges, the city being invested by the Romans, the people 
became hard pressed for provisions, to supply which, they 
resolved on building some ships, to run the blockade for pro- 
visions. But after their ships were built, they had no ropes 
to rig them, nor anything within the city to make them. In 
this dilemma, the ladies, the women of Carthage, to their eter- 
nal honor be it spoken, patriotically stepped forward, and 
tendered their hair, their long and beaiUiful tresseSy to make 
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the much needed ropes, which was accepted, and a supply of 
provisions obtained. Now how many^ and what 9ort of ropes 
would the kinky-headed negro have furnished, had the in- 
habitants been negroes ? This noble act of the women of 
Carthage, is mentioned to their honor, by Babylonian, Per- 
sian, Egyptian, Grecian, Roman and Garthagenian writers 
and historians ; and yet, we have seen it stated, and stated 
by learned modern writers, and who ought to have known 
better, that Hannibal, Hamilcar, Asdrubal, etc., the great 
Garthagenian Generals, were kinky-headed Taegroes — that 
Garthage itself, was a negro city. Why, the annals of fame 
do not present such an array of great names, whether in 
arts and sciences, and aH that serves to elevate and make 
man noble on earth, or in the senate, or the field, by any 
other race of people, as will compare with those of Haoi's 
descendants. These Garthagenians were all long and straight 
haired people. After the fall of Garthage, in the last Punic 
War, many of its people passed over subsequently into Spain, 
which they held and occupied for centuries, and are known 
in history as Saracens. A part of Spain, they held and oc- 
cupied, until the reign of Ferdinand and Isabella, when they 
were expelled. These, too, had long and straight hair, etc. 
But to return to that portion of Ham's descendants through 
Mizraim. These settled Egypt, India, Ghina, and most all 
of Oriental Asia, where they have continued to live^ aiid 
where they yet live, and not one of them is a negro. They 
all have long, straight hair, etc., peculiar only to the white 
race. Not one negro belongs to their race. That this is 
their history, none will deny. 

Ham, the maligned and slandered Ham — Ham who is 
falsely charged as being the father of the negro — Ham, the 
son of the white man Noah — this Ham, and his descendants, 
the long and straight haired race, it appears from history — 
from unquestioned history — governed and ruled the world from 
the earliest ages after the flood and for many centuries — and 
gave to it, all the arts and sciences, manufactures and com- 
merce, geometry, astronomy, geography, architecture, let- 
ters, painting, music, etc., etc. — and that they thus governed 
the world, as it were, from the flood, until they came in con- 
tact with the Roman people, and then their power was broken 
in a contest for the mastery of the world, at Garthage, one 
hundred and forty-seven years before A. D., and Garthage 
fell — but fell, not for lack of talents in her people, not for 
lack of orators, statesmen and generals of the most conaumr 
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mate abilities, but because God had long before determined, 
that the Japhethic race should govern the world ; and the 
Roman people were Japheth's children. When Hannibal, 
the most consummate general the world ever saw to his day, 
fought the battle of Zama, he met a fate similar to that which 
befel another equally consummate commander at a later day, 

lin the field of Waterloo — both became exiles. That Ham's 
talents, abilities, genius, power, grandeur, glory, should now 
be attempted to be stolen, and to be stolen, not by the negro, 
for he has neither genius or capacity for such a theft, but 
stolen by the learned men of this and the past ages, and 
thrust upon the negro, who has not capacity to understand, 
when, where, or how, he had ever performed such feats of 
legislation, statesmanship, government, arts of war and in 
science. The negro has been upon the earth, coeval with 
the white race. We defy any historian, any learned man, to 
put his finger on the history, the page, or even paragraph of 
history, showing he has ever done one of these things, thus 
done by the children of Ham ; or that he has shown, in this 
long range of time, a capacity for self-government, such as 
Ham, Shem and Japheth. If he has done ant/thitig on earth, 
in any age of the world, since he has been here, as has been 
done by the three sons of Noah, in arts and sciences, gov- 
ernment, etc., it surely can be shown ; and shown equally as 
clear and unequivocally, when and where he did it^ as that of 
Shem, Ham and Japheth can. But such a showing can never 
be made; that page of history has never yet been written 
that records it. On these subjects, his his'ory is as blank 
as that of the horse or the beaver. But we are not yet done 
with Ham's descendants. The great Turko-Tartar generals, 

, Timour, Ghenghis Kahn and Tamerlane, the latter called in 
history, the scourge of God — the Saracenic general, the gal- 
lant, the daring, the chivalrous, the noble Saladin, he who led 
the Paynim forces of Mahomet, against the lion-hearted Rich- 
ard, in the war of the Crusades, all, all these were children of 
Ham. Mahomet himself, the founder of an empire, and the 
head of a new religion, made his kingdom of Ham's descen- 
dants, as all Turks are: and these all- have straight, long 
hair, etc. Those who have read the various histories of the 
crusades of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, know that 
the Turkish forces then, had long, straight hair, etc., and 
that it is so yet with their descendants none doubt — and 
these were children of Ham. 
It will be seen now, bow we have taken up one of Ham's 
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son9 ; that we have traced him and his descendants from the 
flood to Egypt, where they are Ml ; that we have traced 
them across the continent of Africa into Asia, settling coun- 
tries as they went ; and to the countries still bearing their 
names, where they settled, and where they are yet; that we 
have taken up another son, and traced him and his descend- 
ants to Sidon, Tyre, Carthage, and Spain, and shown that 
they, too, mthatd exception^ were long, straight haired, high 
foreheads, high noses, thin lips, and belong to the white race. 
Not a kinky-headed negro among them. We have shown 
that Ham's descendants have led and governed the worTd, 
for twenty- three centuries after the flood to the battle of 
Actium ; that they gave it, also, the arts atid sciences, manu- 
factures and commerce, etc., etc. There is one discovery, 
one dye, as old as Tyre itself, and yet eminently noted — the 
Tyrian Purple — consecrated exclusively to imperial use. 
Imperial purple is the synonym of a king, in ancient and 
modern history ; that we have found these children of the 
slandered Ham, and have traced them step by step, as it 
were, from country to country, from the days of the flood 
down to the present day ; that wherever we found them, and 
whenever found, in any day, of any century from Noah down 
to this day, we have found them white, and of the white race 
only. And we now challenge the production of a single his- 
tory, or a single paragraph of history, showing one nation — 
OTie single nation or kingdom — of kinky-headed, flat-nosed, 
thick-lipped and black-skinned negroes, that made such dis- 
coveries in arts aud sciences, built such cities, had such 
rulers, kings, and legislators, such generals, such commerce, 
and such manufactures, as Mizraim's people on the Nile, or 
as Ham's children in Tyre, in Carthage, in Spain, show that 
they had — we defy its production. But we are not yet done 
with our proofs about Ham and his descendants being white. 
It seems as if God, foreseeing the slander that would, in 
after ages, be put, or attempted to be put, on his son Ham^ 
by ignorant or designing men attempting to show that he 
was the progenitor of the negro race, directed Mizraim, the 
second son of Ham, by an interposition of his power and 
providence, or by direct inspiration, to put away his dead, 
by a process of embalming, the details of which, for the ac- 
complishment of the object, can be regarded as little, if any- 
thing, short of being miraculous ; and by which, we can now 
look into the faces of the children of Mizraim, male and 
female^ even at this day, in succeeding generations, and from 
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the flood ; and which can not he done with the children of 
Shem and Japheth, about whose identity with the white 
race no controversy has ever existed. It was this fact that 
caused us to say, that the testimony establishing Ham's 
identity, as belonging to the white race, was stronger^ if pos- 
sible, than that of either of his brothers. God foreseeing, as 
we have said, this atrocious slander, that would be put on 
Ham and his posterity, so directed Mizraim, and at once 
inspired his mind, that from the first, he appeared to be 
fully acquainted with all the necessary ingredients, and how 
to use them, and in what proportions, and how many days 
were to be consumed to perfect the corpse, that it would be 
incorruptible, and thereby become and he forever a testi- 
mony of God for Ham, that should speak to the eyes and 
senses of all men, in after ages, and proclaiming as they do, 
to this day, and from the very time of the flood, and through 
each successive generation from the floods that their ancestor, 
Ham, and they, his descendants, were like the children of 
the other brothers, their equal, in all the lineaments that 
stamp the race of Adam with the image and likeness of the 
Almighty, and belonging to the white race. That these 
mummied witnesses of Ham, his dead children, speaking 
from the tombs of ages for their father, and proclaiming from 
the days of the flood as they do, by each succeeding genera- 
tion of his buried ones, down to the present day, and pro- 
testing by their long, straight hair, by their high foreheads, 
by their high noses, and by their thin lips, now hushed in 
silence forever, that the slander, that their father was the 
progenitor of the negro, was a slander most foul — a slander 
most infamous. Well might their indignant bodies be so 
aroused — well might Ham's children, who have been slum- 
bering for centuries, be so electrified by these foul asper- 
sions, as to burst their sarcophagii, and tear the cerements 
of the grave, and this foul calumny, from their faces at one 
and the same time and forever. It looks as if God intended^ 
by this overruling or inspiring of Mizraim, so to embalm bis 
dead, to teach us a lesson, that there was an importance^ in 
being of the white race, to he attached to it, of grander pro- 
portions, and of nobler value, than any earthly, filial or pater- 
nal affections that could be symbolized by it. Millions of 
these mummied bodies have been exhumed this century, but 
not one negro has been found among them. What does this 
teach? What value do you place on this testimony pre- 
piti'ed and ordained by God himself, as his testimony to the 
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v)orfh of the white race? The writer of this has seen many 
of these mummies, but never a negro. He has assisted in 
nnroiling some, and all ha-d straight, long hair. It was his 
fortune, as it happened, to 'assist in unrolling the body of 
one possessing peculiar interest. From the hieroglyphic 
inscription on the sarcophagus, it proved to be the body of 
a young lady^ who died in her seventeenth year, that she 
was the daughter of the High Priest of On (che temple of 
On was situated six mil^s northeast from the present Cairo), 
and that she was an attendant of the princesses of the court 
of KingThotlimesSd, Thisl<ing is recognized and believed to 
be that Pharoah under whom Moses and Aaron brought out 
ihe children of Israel from Egypt. This mummy we* assisted 
in unrolling. The inner wrapping next to the skin was of 
what we no^ call fine linen cambric. When this was re- 
moved, the hair on the head looked as though it had but 
recently been done up. It was in hundreds of very small 
plaits, three-ply, and each from a yard to a yard and a quar- 
ter long; and although she had then been buried 3,338 years, her 
hair had the apparent freshness as if she had been dead 
only a few days or weeks. The face, ears, neck and bosom 
were guilded ; and so were her hands to above the wrists, 
and her feet to above the ankles. Such had been the perfect 
manner of her embalmment, that the flesh retained its round- 
ness and fullness remarkably, with fine teeth, beautiful mouth, 
and every mark by which we could, at this day, recognize 
her as a beautiful lady of the white race* Without dispar- 
agement to our fair country-women, we can say, that a more 
beautiful hand, foot and ankle, we never beheld. 

Now, what have we proven by this recitement of Bible 
history — of that of contemporaneous and concurrent history 
outside of the Bible — of facts, facts now existing in the 
mummied remains of Ham's descendants, commencing with 
Mizraim and coming down through centuries since the flood 
— of the yet' living nations^ comprised unquesHonahly of his 
descendants, and who, like the descendants of Shem and 
Japheth, have the distinctive marks of the white race alonCy 
and as clear as either Shem or Japheth, and that, too, as 
they exist now on earthy and running back as such from this 
our day to Noah ; and as distinct from the negro race as 
that race is now distinct from the children of Japheth ? Of 
that miraculous intervention of divine power, in causing 
Mizraim so to embalm his children, that they should speak 
from the grave, in attestation of their being of the white, 
2 
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and not 3f the negro, race. Why did God require that only 
the children of Ham should be embalmed, of all then on 
earth? No other nation, as such, then or sinee^ embalmed 
their dead. Why was it, that the children of Ham alone did 
this ? Except but for the reason that God, foreseeing the 
disputes to arise about the negro, and that Ham would be 
slandered and held to be the progenitor of the negro ; that, 
therefore, in vindication of him, as belonging to the white 
race, and as an immortal being, and not of the beasts that per- 
ish, God caused these descendants of Ham to embalm their 
dead, and to continue doing so for many centuries. No ^ther 
valid reason can be assigned, why these people of Mizraim, 
alone of all the tiations of the earth, did so. There may have 
been, and doubtless there were, many reasons with the people, 
of a private and personal character, inciting them to do so ; 
but this was God's reason^ and he chose these personal con- 
siderations of the people, as his means of accomplishing it. 

We have shown conclusively : 1. That Ham's descend- 
ants now on earth, in Egypt, in India, all over Asia, a por- 
tion of Africa and Europe respectively, have, this day^ long, 
straight hair, high foreheads, high noses and thin lips — that 
they have ever been so ; this, all history in the Bible, and all 
history outside of the Bible, fully attest. 2. While, on the 
other hand, all history tells us (when it says anything about 
them), that the negro race is kinky-headed, low forehead, flat 
nose, thick lip and black skin ; that he has always been so, 
and the negro of this day attests that he is so yet ; and that, 
consequently, he is in no way related to Ham, even by a 
curse^ for he is black, and Ham is white. 3. That the de- 
scendant of Shem and Japheth are white, and have always 
been white, none dispute. 4. That, having established, then, 
that Shem, Ham and Japheth were perfect in their genealo- 
gies from Adam and Eve ; that they were the children of 
one father and one mother ; that they were born about a 
hundred years before the flood ; that their wives, like them- 
selves, were perfect in their genealogies ; that these brothers 
and their descendants, as regards their genealogy, were the 
perfect equals of each other ; that the curse of Noah, even 
if directed against Ham, and which it is not, th'at it is im- 
possible that that curse could, in any way, make him the 
father or progenitor of the present negroes — as no curse de- 
nounced by God himself, by patriarch or by prophet, had 
ever done so before or since, and there is nothing in the 
^an^uage used by Noah that covers that idea ; that, on the 
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contrary, the exacl word used by Noah, had been before used 
by God and by patriarchs, without the slightest suspicion 
being excited that such was its effect on the person so 
cursed ; that it was not found in Ham's name, and that the 
effort to connect the color of the negro with the meaning of 
Ham's name in Hebrew, is a mere /ancy, not of the strength 
even of a cobweb. Now, reader, are these things true? 
Look into your Bible — ^look into contemporaneous and con- 
current history — look at existing facts outside of the Bible, 
and running from the flood down to the present day, and 
hear the prophet of God defiantly ask, Can the Ethiopian 
change his skin, or the leopard his spots? — ^both beasts ; and 
when you have so looked, you will say, Ime^ every word, 
indvbUally true ! Then, what ? One word more, before we 
proceed further. The embalming of Ham's dead and the 
Jewish genealogical tables ceased at about the same time, 
and by God's interposing power. Each were permitted by 
God to continue as national reeords — the one to show the 
genealogy of Jesus of Nazareth to be the Messiah, the other 
to show that Ham was white^ and not the progenitor of the 
negro; and each having accomplished the end designed, 
God permitted them to cease, and both ceased about the same 
time. Is not this embalming, then, in effect, the direct testi- 
mony of God himself, that Ham and hid children were of the 
white race, and that there is an importance in leinffcf ihe 
white racCj and which we will see by and by, and beydnd atny 
appreciation ever given to it heretofore ? And is it not equaally 
God's testimony, ipsofactOy that the negro race have always 
existed as w« have it now, and as have those of the three 
brothers equally always existed, and as we have tfiem now ? 
But, reader, suppose we admit, for the sake of the argu- 
ment, that Ham was black, and that he was made 30 by the 
curse of his father Noah — we say, suppose we were to admit 
this, then what follows? Ham would have been just 9tich a 
negro as we now find on earth — adcAitted; but then he would 
have been the only negro on earth. Where was his negro 
wife to be had? He could not propagate the negro race, by 
a cross with the white woman; for that would have produced 
a mulatto^ and not the negro, such as we now have. To propa- 
gate the negro that we now have on earth, the man and 
the woman must both be negroes. Now, where did Ham's 
negro wife come from? She did not come out of the ark? 
She was not on earth? Do we not see clearly from thiff 
statement of facts, that the assumption of the learned worlds 
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even admitting it, destroys itself the moment that we bring 
it to the test of facts. Under no view of their ussumptions 
can the negro we now have on earth be accounted for. 

These things being so, now what? We proceed with our 
subject. It being Shown to be incontestibly true, that the 
three brothers, Shem, Ham and Japheth, when they came out 
of the ark, were each of the white race, and that they have 
continued so to the preBerd day in their posterity — ^this is in- 
contestible, and being true, it settles the qvsstion^ that Ham 
18 noi the progenitor of the negro, and we must now look to 
some other quarter for the negro's origin. As the negro is 
not the progeny of Ham, as has been demonstrated, and 
knowing that he is of neither family of Shem or Japheth, 
who are white, straight haired, etc., and the negro we have 
now on earth, is kinky-headed and black, by this logic of 
facts we know^ that he came out of the ark, and is a totally 
different race of men from the three brothers. How did he 
get in there, and in what station or capacity ? We answer, 
that he went into the ark by command of God; and as he 
was neither Noah, nor one of his sons, all of whom were 
white, then, by the logic of facts, he couid only enter it as a 
beastj and along with the beasts. This logic of facts will not 
allow this position to be questioned. But we will state it in 
another way equally true, from which the same result must 
necessarily follow, that the negro entered the ark oniy as a 
beast. All candid or uncandid men will admit that the ne- 
gro of the present day, have kinky heads, flat nose, thick 
lip and black skin, and which we have shown is not true of 
either Shem, Ham or Japheth's progeny of this day, and con- 
sequently it is impossible that either of them could be, or 
could have been, the progenitor of the negro, at or since the 
flood, for each race exists now, the one white and the other 
black ; and then, as it is impossible to believe that the negro 
was created at or since the flood, therefore, he must 
have been in the ark. This being so, now iet us see what God 
said to Noah in proof of this position. He told Noah that 
he intended to destroy the world by a flood, but that he in- 
tended to save him and his wife, and his three sons and their 
wives. These were all God intended to save, for they had 
souls and beasts have not, God told him he must prepare an 
ark, into which besides his family, he must also take of every 
beast after his kind, and all cattle after their kind, and of 
every creeping thing that creepeth on the earth, and every 
fowl after his kind, and every bird after his sort, and food for 
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tbeir support. Thus did Noah, and thus by God's command 
he entered the Ark with his family. God promised Noah to 
save him and his family — but God did not promise to save 
the beasts^ etc., although he preserved them in the ark; but, 
besides this preservation, Noah and his family were to be 
gawd— why, we will see presently. Then, Ham, not being the 
father of the negro, the negro must have come out of the 
ark with the beasts, and as one, for he was not one of Noah's 
family that entered it. This is inevitable, and can not be 
shaken by all the reasonings of men on earth to the con- 
trary. ^ Now, unless it can be shown that, from Noah back to 
Adam and Eve, that in siome way this kinky-headed and 
black-skinned negro is the progeny of Adam and Eve, and 
which we know can not be done, then again it follows, indu- 
bitably, that the negro is not a human being — ^not being of 
Adam's race. This point we will now examine and settle, 
and then account for the negro being here. 

Noah was the tenth in generation from Adam and Eve. 
We have before shown that the descendants of Shem, Ham 
and Japheth, at this day, are white — have been so from the 
flood, with long, straight hair, etc. This fact establishes 
another fact, viz : that Noah was also white, with long, straight 
hair, etc. The Bible tells us that Noah was perfect in his 
genealogy, and the tenth in descent from Adam and Eve ; 
that, consequently, Adam and Eve were white — with long, 
straight hair, high foreheads, high noses and thin lips. Our 
Saviour was also white, and his genealogy is traced, family 
by family, back to Adam and Eve — which again establishes 
the fact that Adam and Eve were white. We have also 
shown that the negro did not descend from either of the sons 
of Noah. That he is no.w here on earth, none will deny ; and 
being here now, this logic of facts proves that he was in the 
ark, and came out of the ark after the flood; and that it in- 
dubitably follows, from the necessities of the case, that he 
entered the ark as a beast, and only as a beast. Now, it is 
very plain, from this statement, that as he came out of the 
Ark, the negro, as we now know him, existed an.terior to 
the flood, and just such a negro as we have now, with his kin- 
ky head, flat nose, black skin, etc.; and that, Noah and his 
wife being white, and perfect in their genealogy, it es- 
tablishes that Adam and Eve were white ; and no mesalliance 
having taken place from Adam to Noah, by which the negro 
CQuld be produced, that, therefore, as neither of the sons of 
Noah, nor Noah himself, nor Adam and Eve, ever could by 
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any possibility be, either of them, the progenitor of the ne- 
gro, that, therefore, it follows, from this logic of facts, that the 
negro is a separate and distinct species of the genits homo 
from Adam and Eve, and being distinct from them, that it 
unquestionably follows that the negro was created before Adam 
and Eve. Created before them? Yes. How do we know 
this? Because the Bible plainly tells us that Adam and Efe 
were the last beings of God's creation on earth, and heir j 
the last, that the negro must have existed before they were 
created ; for he is here now, and not being their offspring, it 
follows, from this logic of facts, that he was on the earth be- 
fore th^m, and if on the earth beCore Adam, that he is inev- 
itably a beast, and as a beast, entered the ark. Let us re- 
capitulate our points* We have shown that the assumption 
of the leariied world, that Ham is the progenitor of the ne- 
gro, is a mistake, philanthropically and innocently made, we 
have no doubt, but nevertheless a mistake, and a very great 
one. As Ham is not the father of the negro, and no one 
asserts that either Shem or Japheth is, then the negro be- 
longs to another race of people, and that he came out of the 
ark, is a demonstrated fact; and not being of Noah's family, 
who are white, and Adam and Eve being likewise white, 
therefore, they could not be the progenitors of the negro ; 
and as neither the. name or curse did make Ham a negro, or 
the father of negroes (and this covers the space of time from 
now back to the flood and to Noah), and no mesalliance ever 
having taken place from the flood or Noah, back to Adam 
and Eve, by which the negro can be accounted for, and Adam 
and Eve being white, that they could never be the father or 
mother of the kinky-headed, low forehead, flat nose, thick 
lip and black-skinned negro; and as Adam and Eve were the 
last beings created by God on earth, therefore, all beasts, 
cattle, etc., were consequently made before Adam and Eve 
were created ; and the negro being now here on earth, and not 
Adam's progeny, it follows, beyond all the reasonings of men 
on earth to controvert, that he was created before Adam, and 
with the other beasts or cattle, and being created before Adam, 
that, like all beasts and cattle, they have no souls. This can 
not be gainsaid, and being true, let us see if it is in philo- 
sophic harmony with God's order among animals in their 
creation. Not to be prolix on this point, we will take a few 
cases. We will begin with the cat. The cat^as a genera of 
a species of animals, we trace in his order of creation through 
various grades — cougar, panther, leopard, tiger, up to the 
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lion, improving in each gradation from the small cat up to 
the lion, a noble beast. Again, we take the ass, and we trace 
through the intervening animals of the same species up to 
the horse, another noble animal. Again, we take up the 
. monkey, and trace him likewise through his upward and ad- 
vancing orders — baboon, ourang-outang and gorilla, up to 
the negro, another noble animal, the noblest of the beast 
creation^ 

The difference between these higher orders of the monkey 
and the negro, is very slight, and consists mainly in this one 
thing: the negro can utter sounds that can be imitated; 
hence he could talk with Adam and Eve, for they could imi- 
tate his sounds. This is the foundation of language. The 
gorilla, orang-outang, baboon, etc., have languages peculiar 
to themselves, and which they understand, because they can 
imitate each other's sounds. But man can not imitate them, 
and hence can not converse with them. The negro's main 
superiority over them is, that he utters sounds that could be 
imitated by Adam; hence, conversation ensued between 
them. Again, the baboon is thickly clothed with hair, and 
goes erect a, part of his time. Advancing still higher in the 
scale, the ourang-outang is less thickly covered with hair, 
and goes erect most altogether. Still advancing higher in 
the scale, the gorilla has still less hair, and is of a black skin, 
and goes erect when moving about. A recent traveler in 
Africa, states that the gorilla frequently steals the negro wo- 
men and girls, and carry them off for wives. It is thus seen 
that the gradation, from the monkey up to the negro, is in 
philosophical juxtaposition, in God's order of creation. The 
step from the negro to Adam, is still progressive, and con- 
sists of change of color, hair, forehead, nose, lips, etc., and im- 
mortality. That the negro existed on earth before Adam was 
created, is so positively plain from the preceding facts, no 
intelligent, candid man can doubt ; and that he so existed be- 
fore Adam, and as a man (for he was so named by Adam), 
we now proceed to show. 

We read in the Bible, and God said, let us make man in 
our own image and after our likeness ; which is equivalent to 
saying, we have man already, but not in our image; for if the 
negro was already in God's image, God could not have said^ 
now let us make man in our image. But God did say, after 
he had created every thing else on earth but Adam, that he 
ttien said, let us make man in our image, and after our like- 
nes9y and let him, so created now, have dominion. God so 
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formed this man, out of the dust of the earth, and breathed 
into his nostrils the breath of life, and he became a living 
soul, and endowed with immortality. Now, it is indisputably 
plain, and so shown from the Bible in this paper, that this 
BEING, thus created by God, had long, straight hair, high ^ 
forehead, high nose, thin lips, and white skin, and which the 
negro has not; and it is equally clearly shown that the negro 
is not the progeny of Adam. Therefore the negro must 
have existed before Adam. But another fact : Adam was 
to have dominion over all the earth. There must, of neces- 
sifj/y be an established boundary to that dominion, as betwixt 
God and himself, in order that Adam should rule only in his 
allotted dominion. In settling this domain, the Bible is full 
and exact. That which was to be, and to continue under 
God^s dominion, rule and control, God named himself. He 
called the light, day; the darkness he called night; the dry 
land he called earth; and -the gathering together of the wa- 
ters, he called seas ; and the firmament he called heaven, etc. 
And what was to be under Adam's dominion, rule and con- 
trol, Adam named himself, but by God's direction and author- 
ity. But mark : Adam did not name himself — for no child 
ever names himself. But God named him and his race, but 
he did not call or name him man after he created him. 
Adam's dominion, starting from himself, went downward in 
the scale of creation; while Gods dominion, starting with 
Adam, went upward. God, foreseeing that Adam would call 
the negro by the name man, when he said, let us make man, 
therefore so used the term ; for by such n^me " man," the 
negro, was known by to the flood, but not the man. 

Whenever Adam is personally spoken of in the Hebrew 
scriptures, invariably his name has the prefix, the man, to 
contradistinguish him from the negro, who is called man 
simply, and was so named by Adam. JBy inattention to this 
distinction, made by God himself, the world is indebted for 
the confusion that exists regarding Adam and his race, and 
the negro. Adam and his race were to be under God^s do- 
minion, rule and government, and was, therefore, named by 
God, " and he called their name Adam," in reference to his 
race, and the man, to .contradistinguish him from the negro, 
whom Adam named " man" But God did not call Adam man 
after he created him — he called their name Adam — while 
Adam named the negro man. But some may say, again, as 
many have already said, that the negro might be the offspring 
of Adam by some other woman, or of Eve by some one other 
than Adam. Have such reasoners thought of the de- 
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struction, the certain destruction, to their own theory, "this 
assumption would entail upon them? Can they not see that, 
in either case, by Adam or by Eve, the progeny would be a 
mulatto, and not a kiijky-headed, flat nose, black negro, and 
that we should be at as much loss a^ before, to account for 
the negro as we now have him on earth, as ever. And if 
such miscegenating and crossing continued, that now we 
would have no kinky heads nor black skins among us. But 
this amalgamation of the whites and blacks was never con- 
summated until a later day, and then we shall see what God 
thought of its practice. But while on this point, just here 
let us remark, that God in the creating of Adam, to be the 
head of creation, intended to distinguish, and. did distinguish, 
him with eminent grandeur and notableness in his creation, 
over and above everything else that had preceded it. But 
when creating the negro and other beasts and animals, he 
made the male and female — each out of the ground. Not 
80 with Adam and his female, for God expressly tells us 
that he made Adam's wife out of himself, thus securing the 
unify of immortality in his race alone, and hence he called 
their name. Adam, not man. The black man was the back 
ground of the picture, to show the white man to the world, 
in his dominion over the earth, as the darkness was the back 
ground of the picture of creation, before and over which 
light, God's lighty should forever be seen. 

The discussion and practice of the social and political 
equality of the white and black races, heretoforiB, have always 
carried along with them their kindred error of the equality 
of rights of the tuH> sexes, in all things pertaining to human 
aflFairs and government. But both end in destruction, entire 
destruction and extermination, as we shall see in the further 
prosecution of our subject, and as the Bible plainly teaches. 
The conclusion, then, that the negro which we now have on 
earth was created before Adam, is inevitable, from the logic 
of facts, and the divine testimony of the Bible, and can not 
bo resisted by all the reasonings of men on earth. 

How is it that we say that the horse was created before 
Adam ? The Bible does not tell us so in f^o many words, yet 
we know that it is true. How do we know it ? Simply be- 
cause we know that the Bible plainly tells us that Adam and 
Eve were the last of God's creation on earth, and by the fact 
that we have the horse now, and know that he must have been 
created, and Adam being the last created, that, consequently, 
by this logic of facts, we know that the hors^^^J^\aaAfe^w^ 
3 
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AcBitn. Tbe Iiorse has his distinctive characteristfcs, nnA hj 
which he has been known in aU ages of the world, nnd he 
has been described in all languages hj those characterii^ties, 
so as to be recognised in al) ages of tbe world. His char* 
acteriatics are not more distinct from some other animals 
than that of the white race is distinct fromthat of the negro, 
or of the negro from the white. We ean trace all the beasts^ 
etc., now on earth, back to tbe flood, and from the flood back 
to the creation of the world, and just 9uch animaU as we find 
them now. Why not the negro ? We know we can that of 
tiie white man. Then we ask, again, why not the negro as 
readily as tbe white man or the horse? Has cmy animal so 
changed from their creation that we can not recognize them 
nowf Certainly not. Then, why ssy that the negro has? 
Has God eyer ctianged any beings from the order in which 
he created! them since be made the world? Most certainly 
be has not. Has he oyer intimated in any way that he v^ould 
do so? Certainly not. Has he created any beings Rince he 
made Adam ? No. How, then, can i^ny man oxse// that he 
did make or change a wh^te man into a black rugroj and say 
Bot <n%e t9ord about it ? Such a position is untenable, it is 
preposterous. 

But, to go on with our subject: We read in the Bible that 
it came to pass when men began to multiply, etc., that the 
sons of God saw the daughters of men^ that they were fair, 
and they took themseiyes wives of all which they chose. A 
word or two of criticism before we procee<l. In this quota- 
tion the word men is correctly translated from the Hebrew, 
and as it applies to tbe negro, it is not in the original applied 
to Adam, for then it would he the meo^ Adam an<l his race 
being so distinguished by God himself, when Adam was cre- 
ated. Again, the dmughiere of men were fair. The word 
fair is not a correct rendering of the original, except as it 
covers simply the idea, captivating, enticing, seductive. 

With this explanation we proceed, and in proceeding we 
will show these criticisms to be iust and iH*oper. 

Who were these sons of God ? Were they from heaven ? 
If they were, then their morals were sadly out of order. 
Were they angels? Then it is very plain they never got back 
to heaven : nor are wicked angels ever sent to earth from 
heaven. And they are not on earth; for the angels that 
sinned, are confined where there is certainly no water; and 
these were all drowned. And angels can not be drowned. 
AogeliAhAoug to beavea,aiid if the^ do anything wrong therOp 
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they are sent, not to earth, but to— tophet. They are not the 
sons of men from bdoWjUor its angels; for these could not be 
called sons of God. AVho were they then ? We answer, without 
the fear of successful contradiction, that they were the sons of 
Adam and Eve, thus denommaied hj pre-eminence ; and a^ 
they truly were, the sons of God, to show the horrible crime of 
their criminal association with beasts. Immortal beings »lly- 
ing themselves with the beasts of the earth. These daugh- 
ters of men were negroes^ and these sons of God, were the 
children of Adam and Eve, as we shall aee presently, and 
beyond a shade of doubt. 

God toM Adam and Eve to multiply and replenish the 
earth. Then it is plain, God could have no objection to their 
taking themselves wives of whom they chose, of their own 
race, in obeying this injunction ; for they could not do other- 
wise in obeying it. But God cUi object to their taking wives 
of these daughH's of men. Then it is plain that these daugh- 
ters of men^ whatever else they may have been, could not be 
the daugliters af Adam and Eve ; for, had they been, God 
would certainly not have objected, as they would liave been 
exactly fulfilling his command, to take them wives and mul- 
tiply. But our Saviour settles these points beyond any doubt, 
when he taught his disciples how to pray^ — to say. Our Father^ 
who art in heaven* His disciples were white, and the lineal 
and pure descendants of Adam and Eve. This being so, 
then, when he told such to say, '^Uur Father, who art in 
heaven," equally and at the same time told them that, as God 
was their father, they were the sons of God; and as God 
did object to the '^sons of God" taking them wives of these 
daughters of men^ thsit it is ipso facto God's testimony that 
these daughters of men were negroes, and not his children . 
This settles the question that it was Adam's pure desceinl- 
ants who are here called the sons of Gody and that these daugh- 
ters of men were negroes. 

By this logic of facts we see, then, who these sons of God 
were, and who these daughters otmen were; and that the crime 
they were committing, could not be, or ever will be, propi- 
tiated; for God neither could or would forgive U^ as we shall 
see. He determined to destroy them, and with them the 
world, by a flood, and for the crime oi amalgamation or mis- 
cegenation of the white race with that of the black — mere beasts 
of the earth. We can now form an opinion of the a^ful na- 
ture of this crime, in the gyes of God^ when we know that he 
destroyed the world by a flood, on account of U«i ^x^'^nx.^*^ 
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tion. But it is probable that we should not, in this our day, 
have been so lon;^ in the dark in regard to the sin, the paV' 
Hcular s\r\^ thatTirou^jht the flood up<in the earth, had not our 
translators rejected the rendering of some of the oldest man- 
uscripts — the Chaldean, Ethiopic, Arabic, et ah — of the Jew- 
ish or Hebrew scriptures, in which thai sin is plaiidy set forth ; 
our translators believing it impomble that brute beasts could 
corrupt themselves with mankind, and then, not thinking, or 
regarding, that the ne^o was the very hea»t referred to. But 
even after this rejection, such were the number and authen- 
ticity of manuscripts in which that idea was still presented, 
that they felt constrained to admit it, covertly as it were, as 
may be seen on reading Gen. vi: 12-13, in our common ver- 
sion. 

It will be admitted by all Biblical scholars, .and doubted 
by none, that immediately after the fall of Adam in the gar- 
den of Eden, God then (perhaps on the same <lay), instituted 
and ordained sacrifices and offerings, as the media through 
which Adam and his race should approach God and call 
upon his name. That Adam did so — thpt Cain and Abel 
did so ; and that Seth, through whom our Saviour descended 
after the flesh, did 'ao, none can or will doubt, who believe 
in the Bible. Now, Seth's first-born son, Enos (Adam's first 
grandson), was born when Adam was two hundred and 
thirty-five years old. Upon the happening of the birth of 
this grandson, the sacred historian fixes the time, the par- 
ticular lime, immediately after the birth of Enos, as the 
period when a certain important matter f hen first took place; 
that important event was: that ^^Then men began to call on 
the name of the Lord," as translated in our Bible. AVho are 
these men that then began to call on the Lord? It was not 
A.<lam ; it was not Cain; it was not Abel ; it was not Seth ; 
And these were all the men that were of Adam's race that 
were upon the earth at that time, or that had been, up to 
the birth of Enos ; and these had been calling on the name 
of the Lord ever since the fall in t.he garden. Who were 
they, then? What men Vi ere they, then on earth, that then 
begtin to call on the name of the Lord? There is but one 
answer between earth and skies, that can be given in truth 
to this question. This logic of facts, this logic of Bible 
facts, plainly tells us that these men who then began (A. M, 
235). to call upon the name of the Lord, were negroes — the 
men so nained by Adam when he nwiied tlie other beasts and 
cattle. This can not be queaiioued. Any other view would 
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make the Bible statements false, and we know the Bible to 
•be true. If our translators (indeed all translators whose 
works we have examined), had not had their minds confused 
by the idea thajb all who are, in the Bible, called men were 
Adam's progeny; or had they recognized the simple fact, 
that the term man was the name bestowed on the negro by 
Adam, and that this nam^ was never applied to Adam and 
his rice till long after the flood, they would have made a 
very different translation of this sentence from the original 
Hebrew. The logic of facts existing before and at the rime 
tlie sacred historian said that "Then jnen began to call," 
would, in conjunction with the original Hebrew text, have 
compelled them to a different rendering from the one they 
a<lopted. But^ believing as they did, that it was some of 
Adam's race^ then called meny they stumbfed on a translation 
that not one of them has been satisfied with since they 
made it. The propriety of this assertion in regard to ante- 
cedents controlling the proper rendering, will be readily a»i- 
mitted by all scholars. The rendering, therefore, of the 
exiict idea of the sacred historian, .would be this: "Then 
men began to profane the Lord by calling on his name." This 
is required by the Hebrew^ and the antecedent facts certainly 
demand it; otherwise we would fals fy the Bible, as Aiiam 
and his sons had been calling on the Lord ever since the 
fall ; therefore, the men referred to, that then began to call, 
could not be Adam, nor any of his sons. This logic of facts 
compels us to say that it was the negro, created before 
Adam and by him named man^ for there were no other men 
on the earth. That the calling was profane, is admitted by 
all of our ablest commentators and Biblical scholars, as may 
be seen by reference to their works'. See Adam Clark, et al. 
The Jews translate it thus: "Then men began to profane 
the name of the Lord." 

But we have this singular expression in the Bible, occur- 
ring about the flood; That it repented the Lord* that he I id 
made man on the earthy and that it grieved him at his heart. 
Now, it is clear that God could not refer, in these expres- 
sions, to Adam as the man whom it repented and grieved 
him that he had made ; for Adam was a part of himself, and 
became so when God breathed into his nostrils the breath 
of life and he became a living soul, immortal, and must ex- 
ist, ex consequential as long as God exists. God can not hate 
any part of himself, for that would be perfection hating per- 
fectiojii and Adam did partake of the divine nature tA «ar&s^ 



extent; and therefore the man here referred! to could not hav^ 
been Adnrn's posterity ; and must have been, from the samfe 
logic of facts, the man^ negro, the beast, called by God, man 
before he created Adam. Now, it must have been some awful 
crime, some terrible corruption, that could and did cause 
God to repent, to be grieved at his heart, that he had made 
man. What was this crime? what this corruption? Was it 
tuora! crimes confined to Adam's race ? Let us see. It was 
not the eating of the forbidden fruit; for that had been done 
long before It was not murder; for Cain had murdered 
his brother. It was not drunkenness ; for Noah, though a 
preac^ter of righteousness, did get drunk. It was not incest ; 
for Lot, another preacher of rightt^ousnesn, committed that. 
It was not that of one brother selling his own brother as a 
slave, to be taken to a strange land ; for Joseph's brethren 
did that, and lied about it, too. It was not — , but we may 
go through the whole catalogue of moral sins and crimes of 
human turpitude, and take them up separately, and then 
compound them together, until the whole catalogue of human 
iniquity and infamy is exhausted, and then suppose them nil 
to be perpetrated every day by Adam^9 raee^ an<l as they 
have been before and sittee the flood, still we would have but 
one answer, and that answer would be. It is none of these^ nor 
all of them combined^ that thus caused God to repent and be 
grieved at his heart, that he had made man; but add one 
more — nay not arfd, i&ut take one crime akme and by its* If — 
one onZy, and that crime Adam's children, the sons of God, 
amalgamating, miscegenating, with the negro — man — beauty 
unfhoat soul — without the endowment of immortalify^ and you 
have the reason, why God repented and drowned the worlii, 
because of its commission. It is a crime, in tfte sight of God^ 
that can not be propitiated by any sacrifice, or by any obla- 
tion, and can not be forgiven by God — never has been for- 
given on earth, and never will be. Death — death inexorable, 
is declared by God's judgments on the world and on nations ; 
and he has declared death as its pnnisfament by his law- 
death to both male and female, without pardon or reprieve, 
i|nd beyond the power o{ any sacrifice to expiate. 

That Ailani was especially endowed by his Creator, and by 
him commissioneil with authority to rule and have dominion 
over everything created on earth, is unquestioned ; that to 
mark the extent of liis dominion, everything named by him 
was included in his right to rule them. Uis wife was the 
^t thing named by him, and conteqnently tinder his ral6| 
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government and dominion. But a being called man existed 
before Adam was created, and wa« named man by Adam, 
and was to be under his rule and dominion, as all other 
beasts and animals. But did God call Adam matt, after he 
had created him ? Most certainly he did not. This fact re- 
lieves us of all doubt as to who was meant as the men of 
whose daughters the sons of God took their wives, inde- 
l^endent of the preceding irrefragible proofs, that it was the 
negro; and the crime of amalgamation thus committed, 
tbronght th« flood upon the earth. There is no possibility 
of avoiding this conviction. 

But this will be fully sustained as we advance. Cash was 
H.un's oldest son, and the father of Nimrod. It appears from 
the Bible, that this Nimrod was not entirely cured, by the 
flood, of this antediluvian love for end miscegenation with ne- 
groes. Nimrod was the first oa earth who began to monop- 
olize power and play the^despet: its objects we will see pres- 
ently. Kingly power had its origin in love for and associa- 
tion with the negro. Beware ! Nimrod's hunting was not 
only of wild animals, but also of mem — the negro — to subdue 
them vinder his power aad dominten ; and for the purposes 
of rebellion against God, and in defiance of his power and 
judgment in destroying the world, and for the Mme sin. This 
view of Nimrod as a mighty hnnter, will be sustained, not 
only by the facts narrated in our Bible, of what he did, but 
to the min<l of every Hebrew scholar, it will appear doubly 
8trong by the sense of the original. We see that God, by his 
prophets, giv^ the name hunter to aU tyrantn^ with manifest 
reference to Nimrod as its originator. In the Latin Vulgate, 
£zekiei xxxii: 30, plainly 8lu)ws it It was Nimrod t&at 
directed and managed — ruled, if you please — the great mul- 
titude that assembled on the Plain of Shinar. This multitude, 
thus assembled by his arbitrary power, and other inducements, 
we shall see presently, were mostly negroes ; and with them 
he undertook the building of the tower of Babel — a building 
vainly intended, by him and them, should reach heaven, and 
thereby they .would escape sucli a flood as had ao recentlv de- 
fitroyed the earth; and for the same sin. Else why build 
such a tower? They knew the sin that had caused the flood, 
for Noah was yet living ; and unless they were again com- 
mitting the same offense, there would be no necessity for such 
a tower. That the great multitude, gathered thus by Nimrod, 
were mostly negroes, appears from the facts stated ia t\v^ 
Bible. God told Noah, after the ftoo^ \a «nX^^^ >(^^ ^^^ 
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"for all beasts, cattle/' etc., "are delivered into thy hands*'* 
The negro, as already shown, was put into the ark "with the 
beasts, and came out of it along with them, as one. If they 
went into the ark by sevens, as is probable they did, from be- 
ing the bead of the beasts, cattle, etc., then their populating 
power w>uld be in proportion to the whites — as seven is to 
three, or as fourteen is to six; and Nimrod must have re- 
sorted to them to get the multitude that he assembled on the 
Plain of Shinar; for the Bible plainly tells U8 where the other 
descendants of Noah's children went, including those of Nim- 
rod's immediate relations ; and from the Bible account where 
they did go to, it is evident that they did not go with Nimrod 
to Shinar. This logic of facts, therefore, proves that they 
were negroes, and explains why Nimrod is called the mighty 
hunter before, or against the Lord, as it should have bee» 
translated in this place^ David stood before Goliabf but evi- 
dently against him. The whole tenor of the Bible account 
shows these views to be correct, whether the negro entered 
the ark by sevens or only a pair. For, when we 'read further, 
that they now were all of one speech and one language, they 
proposed, besides the tower, to build them a city, where their 
power could be concentrated; and if this were accomplished, 
and they kept together, and acting in concert^ under such a 
man as the Bible shows Nimrod to have been, it would be 
impassible- for Noah's descendants to subdue the earth, as 
God had charged they should do. It was, therefore, to pre- 
vent this concentration of power and nnmbers, that God con- 

. founded their language, broke them into bands, overthrew. 
their tower, stopped the building of their cityj and scattered 
.or dispersed them over the eayth. 

Let us now ask : Was not their tower an intended offense 
to, and defiance of, God? Most certainly. . If not, why did 
God destroy it ? Did God ever, before or after^ destroy an j 
other tower of the many built about this time, or in any sub- 
sequent age of the world, made by any other people? No. 
Why did he not destroy the towers, obelisks and pyramids, 
built by Mizraim and his descendants, on the banks of the 
Nile? And why prevent them from building a city, but for 
the purpose of destroying concentrated power, to the injury 
of Noah's children, and their rigid from God to rule the earth f 
The Bible nowhere tells us where any of the beasts of 
earth went at any .time: hence, the negro being one, it says 
not one word about where any of them went. But we are at 

no Joss to £nd them, when we know their habits. The negro^ 
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we know from his habits, when unrestrained, never inhabits 
mountainous districts or countries; and, therefore, we readily 
find him in the level Plain of Shinar. The whore facts nar- 
rated in the Bible, of what was said and done, go to show 
that the positions here assumed, warrant the correctness of 
the conclusion that the main body of these people were ne- 
groes, subdued by and under the rule and direction of Nirrt- 
vod; that the language used by them, why they would build 
them a tower, shows they were daily practicing the same sin 
that caused God to destroy the earth by a flood ; and that, 
actuated by the fear of a similar fate, springing from a Hke 
caiLse, they hoped to avoid it by a tower, which should reach 
heaven ; that their confusion and dispersion, and the stop- 
ping of the building of their city by God — ^^all, all go to show 
what sort of people they were, and what sin it was that 
caused God to deal with them so totally different from his 
treatment of any other people. The very language used by 
them, on the occasion, goes plainly to prove that those Babel- 
builders knew that they were bvi hearts, and knew what the 
effect of that sin would be, that was being committed daily. 
They knew it was the very nature of beasts to be scattered 
over the earth, and that they had no name (from God, as Adam 
had) ; therefere they said, " one to another, let us make brick, 
and let us build us a cify, and a tower whose top may reach 
heaven; and let us make us a name (as God gave us nofie), 
lest we be scattered abroad,'*^ Name, in the Hebrew scrip- 
tures, signified " power, authority, rule," as may be readily 
seen by consulting the Bible. And God said : "And this they 
will begin to do, and nothing will be restrained from them which 
they have imagined to do ,^ let us, therefore, confound their 
language, that they might not understand one another." This 
language is very peculiar — used as it is by God — and there 
is more in it than appears on the surface, or to a superficial 
reader ; but we will not pause to consider it now. The con- 
fusion of language was confined to those there assembled. Why 
should God object to their building a ^ity, if they were the 
descendants of Adam and Eve? But it is plain he did object 
to their building one. Did God object to Cain's building a 
city? — although a fratricidal murderer. Did he object to 
Mizraim and his descendants building those immense cities 
which they built on the Nile? No. In short, did God ever ob- 
ject to any of the known descendants of Adam and Eve build- 
ing a city, or as many as they might choose to build? Nev<ic* 
But, from some cause or other, God did objcci \.q \l\o%e ^^'^^^ 
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building (hat city and (hat tower. The objection could not 
be in regard to its locality, nor to the ground on which it wae 
proposed to build them ; for the great City of Babylon and 
with higher towers, too, was afterward built on the 8»nne 
spot — hut by another people — Shem's descendants. Then, 
what could be the reason that could cause God to come down 
from heaven to prevent the^e^ipeoiple from building it? It 
must be some great cause that would bring God down to 
overthrow and prevent it. He allowed the people of Shem, 
afterwanl, to build the City of Babylon at the same place. 

Reader, candid or uncandid, carefully read and reflect on 
the facta described in this whole affair. Then remember that, 
on one other occasion, God came down from heaven ; that he 
talked with Noah; that he told him he was going to destroy 
the world ; that he told him the reason why be intended to 
destroy it. Beader, do not the facts here detailed, of tbe ob- 
jects and purposes of these people, and this logic of faet$y 
force our minds, in spite of all opposing reasons to the con- 
trary, to*the conviction that the 9in of these people was the 
identical sin, and consequent eorruption of the race, as that 
^hich caused the destruction of the world by the flood; and 
that sin, the amalagamation or miscegenation of Nimrod and 
his kindred with beasts — the daughters of men — negroes. 
But, this view of who it was that attempted the building of 
th^ tower an<l city of Babel, and their reasons for doing so, 
will be confirmed by what is to follow. 

The Bible informs us that Canaan, the youngest son of Ham, 
settled Canaan ; and that it was from him the land took its 
name, as did the land of Mizraim, Ham's second son take its 
name from him, of what is now called Egypt. It was against 
this Canaan (not Ham) that the curse of Noah was directed, 
that a servant of servants should he be to his brethren. 
There is something of marked curiosity in the Bible account 
of this Canaan and his family. The language is singular, 
and differs from the Bible account of every other family in 
the Bible, where it proposes to give and does give the gene- 
alogy of any particular family. Why is this, there must be 
some reason, and some valid reason too, or there would be 
no variation in the particulars we refer to from that of any 
other family ? The account in the Bible reads thus — '' And 
Canaan begat Sidon his first born, and Heth." So far 
go good. And why not continue on giving the names of his 
other sous as in all other genealogies ? But it does not read so. 
It rea^ds^ '^ And C^Aaan begat Sidon his firat bom, and Heth, 
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and fhe-JehmUe, and the Amorife^ and the Girganfe, and the 
Hlvife^ anilthe Arkife, and the Sinite^ and the Arviiile^ arni 
the ZemarUe, and the ffamUhite, and who afterward were 
the ffimilies of the Oanaaniie spread ahroftd." With all 
other famiiies tiie Diiriae Record goes on as this commenced, 
giving the names of all the sons. Bat in this family of Ca- 
naan, after naming the two sons Sidon and Heth (who settled 
Sidon, Tyre and Carthage, and were white b,9 is plainly shown) 
it breaks off abruptly to these itea. Why this suffix of ile 
to their names? It is extraordinary and unusual ; there ma<t 
be some reason, a pHculiir reason for this departure from the 
usual mode or rule, of which this is the only exception. 
Whit does if. meanf The reason is plain. The progeny of 
the horse and ass species is never clansed with either its 
father or mother, but is ctlle I a mule and represents neither. 
So the progeny of a son of God, a descendant of Adam and 
Eve with the negro a beast, is not classed with or calletl by 
the name of either its father or mother, but is an tte^ a 
**c/<iw" — *^ honied d'm^^ not raee^ Gotl intending by this 
dintiuijiuinhment to show to all future ages what will become 
of tM aueh iie»^ by placing in bold relief before our eyes the 
terrible end of thene as we shall see presently. Reader, bear 
in mind the end of these ites when wc come to narrate the.n. 
These ile4^ the progeny of C.inaan ami the negro, inhabited 
the I 111 t of Cm v\\\ ; with oth^sr places, they occupied what 
was then the beautiful plain and vale of Sidilim, where they 
built the noEorious cities of Sodom, Gomorrah, Admah and 
Zeboim. Like all eounterfeitSy they were ambitious of ap- 
pearing as the genuine descendants of Adam, whose name 
they knew or had heard meant •'red a«d fair" in Hebrew; 
tliey, therefore, calle*! one of their cities A irnah^ to repre- 
sent this " red and f lir " man, and at the same time it should 
mean in negro ^'Ethiopic" ** be.iutiful " — that kind of beiucy 
that once seduced the sons of God, and brought the flood 
upon the earth. About the time we arje now referring to, 
Abraham, a descendant of Shem was sojourning in Canaan. 
He had a nephew named Lot who had located himself in the 
vale of Sid dim, and at this time was living in Sodom. One 
day three men were seen by Abraham passing his tent; it 
was summer tioie, Abraham ran to thcin and entreated that 
they should abide under the tree, while he would have re- 
freshments prepared for them ; they did so, and when about to 
depart one of them said, '^ shall we keep from Abraham t>V!i»Ok 
thmg which I do (God come do^u «ig;aiTi^)%^^vcL\LV% ^os& 
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surely become a s^reat and mighty nation, for I know he will 
commindhU children ani hix household after him, and ih^y 
shall keep the way of the Lord ; " that is, keepin 2^ Adam's race 
pure — a mission the Je\v8 are to this day fulfilling. And 
they told Abraham of the impending fate of these cities. 
Abraham interceded for them, and pleaded that the righteous 
should not be destroyed with the wicked. God ultimately 
promised him, that if there were ten righteous in all these 
cities that he would not destroy them. What strong foun- 
dation have we people of. the United States in Gotl's mercy 
fixxii forbearance in this incident? Will we prove worthy? 
The angels went to Sodom and brought out all the righteous, 
being only Lot and his two dausjhters (and their righteous- 
ness was not in their morality), his wife being turned into a 
pillar of salt. This done, God rained fire upon these cities 
and literally burnt up their inhabitants alive, and everything 
they had, and then sunk the very ground upon which their 
cities stood more than a thousand feet beneath, not the pure 
waters of the deluge, but beneath the bitter, salt, and slimy 
waters of Asphaltites, wherein no living thing can exist. An 
awful judgment! But it was for the most awful crime that 
man can commit in the sight of God, of which the punish- 
ment is on earth. Exhaust the catalogue of human deprav- 
ity — name ^very crime human turpitude can possibly perpe- 
trate, and which has been perpetrated on earth since the 
fall of Adam, an<l no such judgment of God on any people 
has ever before fallen, on their commission. But one crime, 
end other crime, and that crime the same for which he had 
destroyed every living thing on earth, save what was in the 
ark. But now he destroys by fire, not by water, but by fire, 
men, women and children, old and young, for the crime of 
raiscegenating of AdanCs race with the negroes, Noah was 
a preacher of righteousness to the antediluvians, yet he got 
drunk after the flood. Lot too was a preacher of righteous- 
ness to the cities of the plain, and he too not only got drank 
but did so repeatedly, and committed a double crime of incest 
besides. Then we ask, what righteousneaSj what kind of 
righteousness was it that was .thus preached by such men? 
We speak with entire reverence when we say that the logic 
of facts shows but little of morality — ^but it does show, as it 
was intended be shown by Oodj that, though frail and sin- 
ful iu a moral sense as they were, yet, being perfect in their 
genealogies from Adam and £ve, they could still be his 
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f Teachers of righteousness, they themselves being rigTit in 
eeping from beastly alliances. 

But the Bible evidence to the truth of these views does 
not stop here. God appeared unto Abraham at another time, 
■while sojourning in the land of Canaan, and told him that all » 
(hat land he would give to him and to his seed after him forever. . * 
But the land was already inhabited and owned by these iten. 
If they were the natural descendants of Adam and Evq, would 
they not have been as much entitled to hold, occupy and en- 
joy it as Abraham or any other? Most certainly. If these 
ties were God's children by Adam and Eve, it is impossible 
to suppose that God would turn -one child out of house and 
land and give them to another, without right and without 
justice ; and which he would be doing, were he -to act so. 
Nay ! but the Lord of the whole earth will do right. But 
God did make such a promise to Abraham, and he made it 
in righteousness, truth and justice. When the time came 
for Abraham's seed to enter upon it and to possess it, God 
sent Moses and Aaron to bring them up out of Egypt, where 
they had long been in bondage, and they did so. But now 
mark what follows: God explicitly enjoins upon them, 
(I.) that they shall not take, of the daughters of the land, 
wives for their sons ; nor give their daughters in marriage 
to them. Strange conflict of God with himself, if indeed 
these Canaanites were hU children ! To multiply and re- 
plenish the earth, is God's commawi to Adam; but his com- 
mand to Moses is, that Israel, known to be the children of 
Adam, shall not take wives of these Canaanites for their 
sons — nor shall they give their daughters to them. Why 
this conflict of the one great lawgiver, if these Canaanites 
were God's children through Adam? It could not be to 
identify the Messiah, for that required only the lineage of 
one family. But mark, (2.) "But of the cities and people of 
the land which the Lord thy God giveth thee for an inher- 
itance, thou shalt sav« alive nothing that breaiheSj but thou 
shalt utterly destroy them, namely the Elittites, Canaanites," 
etc., naming all the ites — this is their end. Why this terri- 
ble order of extermination given? and given by God him- 
self? Will not the Lord of the whole earth do right? Yes, 
verily. Then, we ask, what is that great and terrible reason 
for God ordering this entire extermination of these ites^ if 
indeed they were his children and the pure descendants of 
Adam and Eve? What crimes had they committed^ tlva.^ , 
liaid not been before committed by X\\e i^ut^ dkS^ott^k.^^'o^ ^'^ 1 
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Noah? What iniquity had the little children and nursing 
infants been guilty of, that such a terrible face should over- 
whelm them ? There must have been some good cause for 
such entire destruction ; for the Lord of the whole earth 
••:^ does right, and only ri^ht. Let us see how Grod de^Is with 
• AdanC% children, how bad soever they may be^ in a moral aensej 
in contrast with this order to exterminate. The Bible tells 
us, that when the Hebrews approached the border of Sier 
(which is in Canaan), God told theia not to touch thai bind 
nor its people, for he had given it to Esau for a possession. 
Yet this Esau had sold his birthright for a mess of pottage, 
and he and his people were- idolaters, and treated the chil- 
dren of Israel with acts of hostility which same of these Ue$ 
had not. . Agaia, they were not to touch the land of Am- 
mon, nor that of Moab, although they were the oflfspring of 
incestuous intercourse^ and were, with the people of Sier, as 
much given to idolatry and all other moral crimes, an4l as 
much so as any of these Ganaanites whom God directetl 
. Moses to exterminate. Why except those, and doom these 
to extermination? Was not Canaan, the father of thene U^s^ 
a grandson of Noah, and as much relatetl to the Hebrews as 
were the children of Esau, Moab and Ammon ? Certainly. 
Then, their destruction was not for want of kinship ; nor was 
it because they were idolaters more than these, or were 
greater moral criminals in the sight of Heaven ; but nimply 
became fhny were the proger^y of amalgamation or nmcegena- 
tlon between Canaan, a son of Adam and Eoe, and the negro ; 
and were neither man nor beast. For this crkne God had 
destroyed the worhl, sown co^ifusion broad-csist at Babel, 
burnt up the inhabitants of the vale of Siddim, and for it 
would now exterminate the Canaanite. It is a crime that 
God has never forgiven, never will forgive, nor can it bu pro- 
pitiated by all the sacrifices earth can make or give. God 
has shown himself, in regard to it. long-suffering and 0/ great 
forbearance. However much our minds may seek and de- 
sire to seek'other reasons for this order of extermination of 
God, yet we look in vain, even to the Hebrews themselves, 
for reasons to be found, in their superior moral conduct to- 
ward God; but we look in vain. The very people for whom 
they were exterminated were, in their moral con !uct and 
obedience to God, no better, save in that sin of amalgama- 
tion. The exterminator and the exterminated were bad, 
equally alike in every moral or religious sense — save one 
iiuug, aiid one thin^ only— one had nut brutalized hiiubfif 
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by amalgamating with negroes, the other ha<i. This logic of 
facts, forces our miatls, compels our judgment, and presses 
all our reasoning faculties back, in spite of ourselves or our 
wishes, to the conclusion that it was this one crime, and one 
crime onlyy that was the origfnating cause of this terrible and 
inexorable fate of the Oanaanite ; being, as they were, the 
corrupt seed of Canaan, God destroyed them. For, if these 
(Janaanites had been the full children of Adam and Eve, 
they would have been as much entitled to the land, under the 
grant by God, of the whole earth, to Adam and his posterity, 
with the right of dominion, and their right to it as perfect 
as that of Abraham could possibly be ; but, being partly 
beastts and partly human, God not only dispossessed them of 
it, but also ordered their entire extermination, for he had 
given no pirt of the earth to such beingit. This judgment of 
God on these people has beeir harped upon by every deisti- 
c:il and atheistical writer, from the days of Celsus down to 
Thomas Paine of the present age, but without understand- 
ing it. This crime must be unspeakably great, when we 
read, as we do in the Bible, that it caused God to repent and 
to be grieved at his heart that he had made man, For^ the 
debasing idolatry of the world, the murder of the good and 
noble of earth, the forswearing of the apostlb Peter in deny- 
ing his Lord and Saviour — all, all the crimsoned crimes of 
earth, or within the power of man's infamy and turpitude to 
commit and blacken his soul *-are as nothing on earth, as 
compared with this. Death by the flood, death by the scorch- 
ing fire of God burning alive the inhabitants of Sodom and 
Gomorrah, <ieath to man, woman and child, flocks and herds, 
remorseless, relentless and exterminating death — is the j\M 
jiidymerU of an aH-merciful Ood^for this offense. The seed 
of Adam, which is the seed of God, must be kept pure ; it 
shall be kept pure^ is the Jiaf of the Almighty, Man perils 
his existence, nations peril their existence and destruction, 
if they support, countenance, or permit it. Such have been 
God's dealings with it heretofore, and such will be his deal- 
ings with it hereafter. 

But we have said before, that we intentionally selected Ca- 
naan, the youngest son of Ham, and for a purpose. This we 
will now explain. Had Noah named Ham instead of Canaan, 
when he declared that he should be a servant of servants to 
bis brethren, the learnM world are of the opinion that it would 
have forever, and satisfactorily settled the question, in con- 
jonctiou with the uieauiug of his name iu Hebrew, tlioL Ham 
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toaa the father of the present negro race — that if thi$ curse had 
been specifically and personally directed against Ham, instead 
of his youngest son Caaaan, then, no doubt could exist on 
earth, but that Ham was, and is the father of the negro. This 
is the opinion of the learned. But, why so? Could not the 
curse affect Canaan as rea<lily? If it could affect Ham in 
changing his color, kinking his hair, crushing his fore- 
head down and flattening his nose, why wouU it not be 
equally potent in producing those effects on Canaan? Surely 
its ^effects would be as great on one person as another? It 
was to relieve our learned men from this dilemma, among 
others, that we took up Canaan, to show, that although this 
curse was hurled specifically and personally at Canaan, by 
Noah, that a servant of servants should he be, yet it carried 
no such effects with it on Canaan or his posterity. Then, if it 
did not make the black negro of Canaan, how could it have 
produced that effect on Ham, Canaan's father? Canaan had 
two white sons, with long, straight hair, etc., peculiar alone 
to the white race, and not belonging to the negro race at all, 
which is proof that the curse did not affect his hair or the 
color of his skin, nor that of his posterity. Canaan had two 
white sons by his first wife, Sidon and Heth. They settled 
Phoenicia, Sidon, Tyre, Carthage, etc. The city of Sidon 
took its name from the elder. That they were white, and 
belong to the white race aloney we have before proven, un- 
questionably. But we will do so again, for the purpose of 
showing what that curse was, and what it did effect, and 
why this order of extermination. Canaan was the father 
of all these ites. Nine are first specifically named, and then 
it is added, **and who afterward, were the families of the Ca- 
naanite spread abroad." Was not Canaan as much and no 
more the father of these ites, than he was of Sidon and 
Heth? Certainly. Then why doom them and their flocks 
and herds to extermination, and except the families of Sidon 
and Heth, his two other sons? Were they morally any 
better, except as to their not being the progeny of amalga- 
mation with negroes ? They were not. Then why save one 
and doom the other ? If these ites were no worse morally 
than the children of Sidon and Heth, then it is plain, that we 
must seek the reason for their destruction, in something be- 
sides moral delinquency? Let us see if we can find that 
something? The Bible tells us, that God in one of his in- 
terviews with Abraham, informed him that all that land (in- 
cluding all those ites) should bo his and his seed's after him — 
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•* that his seed shall be strangers in a land not theirs, and be 
aflSicted four hundred years, and thou shalt go to thy fathers 
in peace; but in the fourth generation they shall come hither 
again, /or the iniquity of the AmorUes^^ (these representing all 
the ites), "w notyeifulV* 

In the fourth generation their cup of iniquity would then bfe full — in 
die fourth geaeration Ood gave this order to exterminate these ites, and 
to leave nothing fUive that breathes. If this filling of their cup, re- 
ferred to moral crimes to be committed, or to moral obliquity as such, 
then it is very strange. If this be its reference, then these people were, 
at that time (four generations previous to this order for their extermin- 
ation y, worse than the very devil himself, as it was not lon^ before they 
did fill their eup, and the devil's cup is not full yet If this filling up 
of iniquity, referred to tlieir moral conduct in the sight of Grod, how was 
Moses or Joshua to see that it was full, or toheu it was full ? Yet, they 
must know it, or they would not know when to commence extermi- 
nating, as God intended. How were tney to know it? As in the case of 
Sodom they had a few Lots among them, and the color would soon tell 
i^hen their iniquity was full, and neither Moses nor Joshua would be at 
any loss .when to begin, or who to extei:minate Consummatecf amal- 
gamation would tell wheniheir cup of iniquity was full. The iniquity 
of the Amorite8(the8e representing all), is not yet full, is the lan>^uage 
of God — in the fourth generation it will be full, and then Abraham s 
eeed should possess the land, and these lies be exterminated. Let us 
inquire? Does not each generation, morally sxawi before God, on their 
own responsibility in re^^ard to sin? Certainly they do. How then, 
could the cumulative sins of one generation * be pat^sed to the next 
succeeding one, to their moral injurv or detriment? Impossible! But 
the iniqmty here spoken of, could le so tnrnsmitted', and at the time 
when God said it, he tells us that it required four generations to make 
the iniquity full. . What crime but the amalgamation of Adam's sons, 
the children of God, with the negro — beasts — called by Adam men, 
could require four generations to fill up their iniquity, but this crime of 
amalgamation? None Then we know the itiiquiiy^ and what God 
then thought and yet thinks of it. 

Nor is this all the evidence the Bible furnishes, of God's utter abhor- 
rence of this crime, and his decided disapprobation of the negroy in 
those various attempts to elevate him to social^ political and religious 
equality with the white race. In the laws delivered by God, to Moses, 
for the children of Israel, he expressly enacts and charges, 'Hhat no 
man having Kjlai nose^ shall approach unto his altar." This includes 
the whole negro race; and expressly excludes them from coming to his 
altar, for any act of worship God would not have their worship then, 
nor accept their sacrifices or oblations — they should not approach hin 
altar; but all of Adam's race could. For Adam's children God set up 
his altar, and for their benefit ordained the sacrifice.<i; but not for the 
race of Jlat-nosed men^ and such the negro race is. And who shall 
gainsay, or who dare gainsay, that what God does is not right? The 
first attempt at the social equality of the negro, with Adam's race, 
brought the flood upon the world— -the second, brought confusion and 
dispersion — the third, the fire of God's wrath, upon the cities of the 
plain — the fourth, the order from God, to exterminate the nationnt of the 
Canaanites — the fifth, the inhibition and exclusion, by ex^c^afk A%.hi ^ 
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God, of the flatruosed negro from his altar. Will the people of tht 
United States^ now furnish the sixth? Novs verrons. 

There remains now but one other point to prove, and that is — That 
the negro has no soul. This can only be done by the exprpss word of 
God. Any authority short of this, will not do. But if God says bo, 
then all the men, and all the reasonings of men on earth, can not change 
it; for it is not in man's power to give a soul to any being on cartn, 
where God has given none. 

Jt will be borne in mind that we have shown, beyond the power of 
contradiction, that the descendants of Shem and Japheth, from the pres- 
ent day back to the days of our Saviour, and from our Saviour's time 
back to Xoah, their father, that they were all long, straight-haired, high 
foreheads, high noses, and belong to the white race of Adam, in the 
case of Ham, the other brother, there is, or lias been, a dispute. It is 
contended, generally, by the learned world, that Ham is the progenitor 
of the ne^ro race of this our day, and that, such bein^ the case, the negro 
is our social, political and religious equal — brother; and which he would 
be, certainly, if this were true. The learned world, however, sees the 
difficulty of how Ham coiild be the progenitor of a race so distinct from 
that of Ham's family; and proceed upon their own assumptions, but 
without one particle of Bible authority for doin^ so, to account why 
Ham's descendants should now have kinky heads, low foreheads, flat 
noses, thick lips, and black skin (not to mention the exceptions to his 
leg and foot), which they charge to the curse denounced by Noah, not 
against Ham, but against Ham's youngest- son — Canaan. But, to sus- 
tain their tlieory, they further assume mat this curse was intended for 
Ham, and not Canaan; and they do this right in the teeih of the Bible 
and its express assertions to the contrary. Forgetting or overlooking 
the fact that, confining its application to Canaan, as the Bible expressly ' 
says, yet they ignore me fact that Canaan had two white sorre--Sidon 
and Heth — and that it was impossible for the curse to have made a ne- 
gro such as we now have, or to have exerted any influence upon either 
color, hair, etc.; as these two sons of Canaan, and their posterity, are 
shown, unequivocally, to have been, and yet are, in their descendants, 
white. The learned world, seeing the difficulties of the position, and 
the weakness of their foundation for such a tremendous superstructure 
as they were rearing on this supposed curse of Ham, by his father, un- 
dertake to prop it up by saying that Ham's name means black in He- 
brew; and, as the negro is blacky therefore it is that the name and the 
curse together made the negro, such as we now have on earth. And, 
although the Bible nowhere says^ and nowhere charges, or even inti- 
mates, that Ham is or was the progenitor of the negro; and in defiance 
of th«k fact that no such curse was ever denounced against Ham, as they 
allege — nor can it be found in the Bible; yet they boldly, on these as- 
sumptions and contradictions, go on to say that Flam is the father of 
the negro of the present day. Contradicting the Bible; contradicting 
the whole order of nature as ordained by God himself— that like will 
produce its like; contradicting the effect of every curse narrated in the 
Bible, whether pronounced by God, or by patriarch, or by prophet; and 
assuming that it did that, in this case of Noah, which it had never done 
before nor since — that it did change Ham from a ^vhite man to a 
black negro. Forgetting or setting aside the declaration of the Bihle, 
that Ham and his brothers were the children of one father and one 
mother, who were perfect in their genealogies from Adam, and that 
th*»v 'vcre white, they ac^sumc a^^ain, that the Bible forgot to tell ua 
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that Ham was turned into a negro for accidentally seeinor his fatlei 
naked in his tent Treinendona jiidijmeiit, Cor so slitrht an orlenpe!" 
We do not ask if this is probable; Imt we do ask, if it is within the 
bounds of possibility to believe it ? Did not the daughters of L<.t see th€ 
nake<lne8-« of their father in a much more unseemly manner? Ham 
8e»*ing his father so, seems altogether accidental; theirs deliberately 
soucrht And on this flimsy, self- stultifying theory, the learne«l of the 
world build their faith— that Ham is the progenitor of the nejrro ! 
While, on the other hand, by siniply taking Ham's descendants — those 
l-Howyi to he his descendants now^ and known as much so and as pf^si- 
tivcfti j.s that we know the descendants, at the present day, of Sbem 
and Japheth— that by thus taking up Ham's descen<lant.«i of this clay, 
we find them like his brothers' children — with long, straight hair, high 
forelieads, higli noses, tliin lips, and, indeeii, every lineament that marks 
the white race of his brothers, Shem and Japheth; that we can trace 
• him, with history in hand, from this day t»ack, step by step, to the Rllde 
record, with as much positive certainty us we can the descendants of Ids 
brothers; that, with the Bible record after, we can trace him back to 
his father, Xoali, with equal absolute certainty, no one will deny, nor 'fare 
deny, who regards outside concurrent history, of admitted authenticity 
and the Bible, as competent witnesses in the case; that the testimony in 
regard to Ham and hjs descendants beiiig of the white race, is more over- 
vvhehning and convincing than that of Japheth — and none doubt Japh- 
eth's being of the white race; that God himself, foreseeing the slaniier 
that after ages would attempt to throw on Ham, as being the father of 
the kinky-headed, flat-nosed and black-skinned negro, caused a whole 
nation to do one tking, and that one thing had never been done before, 
nor by any other nation since, and that he caused then) to continue do- 
ing that one thing for centuries and for no other purpose in God's f>rovi- 
dence, that we can see, but for tlie alone purpose of pix)ving the identity ol 
• Ham's children, from the floo«i downward, for more than twenty-three 
centuries, and that they, thus identified, were of the white race; and 
that this embalmment of Ham's children was so intended, as evidence 
by God; that like, as the dewish genealogical tables served to identif^v 
Jesus of Nazareth as the Messiah, so this embalming of the children 
of Mizraim, the second son of Ham, serves to identify his descendants 
as lielonging to the white race; and that, like the Jewish taldes of gene- 
alogy, when they had accomplished the end designed by God, they l»oth 
ceased, and at one and the same tinie. ^ 

Mizraim settleil what is now called Egypt He embalmed his dead. 
Where did he get the idea from? No nation or people had ever done 
it before; none have done it since. It was a ver\ dirhcult thing to ac- 
complish, to preserve human bodies after death; and to preserve them 
to last for thousands of years, was still more difficult How did .Nfiz- 
raim come to a knowledge of the ingredients to lie used, and how to use 
them ? Yet he did it, and did it at once. The only satisfactory answer 
to these questions, is, that God inspired him. Ti»en, it is God's testi- 
mony, vindicating his son Ham from the aspersions of men — that he 
was a negro, or the father of negroes. 

Ye learned men of this age — you who have contributed, by your 
learned efforts, and by your noble but mistaken philanthropy, inno- 
cently, honeslly and sincerely as they were made, but wrorigiully done — 
to fix arnl fasten on flam this gross slander, that he is the father of the 
present race of negroes, must reexamitie yonr grounds for so believing 
Heretofore, and now set yourselves ri^dit. God'« Bible m a^lu«it. v«a^^ 
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views; concnrrent history is acrainst t]ie?n : the existing race of Hani it 
ajMinHt them : God s living ttst'tnoiiy is against them, in the dpad chil- 
dren of Mizra m. embahned ever since the flood, hut now brought forth 
into the h'ght of day, an<l testifying for Ham. that he and his <k*Hcend- 
ants were and yet are. of ihe white race. You must now comf forth 
an<l abandon your fortress of nssumptiona, for here thai cHadel falls ; 
for^ if Ham is not /he fafher of the negro (which is shown to' be an 
impostdbiliti/) then the negro came out of the ark, and as we now find 
him ; and if he came out of the ark, then he rmud have been in the ark; 
and if lie was in the ark, which, by the logic of facts, we know he was — 
n »w let us read the Bible, the divine record an<l see whether or rot the 
negix) lias a soul. It reads thus: *'When the long-suffering of Go<l 
waited, in the days of Noah, while the ark was preparing, wherein few, 
that is eight S''ulsy were saved ;" the negro being in the ark, v»as not one 
of those eight souls, and consequently he has no S"hI to be saved — the 
Bible and God's inspiration being judge. Carping is vain, against (Jod. 
. His order will standi whether pleasing or displeasing to any on earth. 
But God only promised to save H^fht — Xoah and his w fe, and his three 
sons and their wives. These had souls, as the apostle (Peter) testifies, 
and all that were in the ark that did have souls. 77mj negro was in the 
ark ; and God thus testifies that he has no sonl. 

One point more. (Jo<l has set a line of demarcation so ineffaceaVde, 
60 indelible bc-sides color, and so plain, between the children of Adam 
an<i Eve whom he endowed with immortality, and the negro who is of 
this earth only, that none can efface, and none so blind as not to see it. 
And this line of demarcation is, that Adam and his race being endowed 
by God with souls, that a sense of immortalihj ever inspires them and 
sets them to work ; and the one race builds what he ho|>es is'to last for 
ages, his houses, his palaces, his temples, his towers, his monuments, 
and from the earliest ages after the flood Not so the other, the negro; 
as left to himself, as Mizraim was, he builds nothing forages to come; 
but like any other beast or animal of earth, his building is onlyfrr the 
d'lg. The one starts his building on earth, and builds for immortality, 
reaching toward Heaven, the abode of his Grod; the other alsp starting 
his building on earth, builds nothing durable, nothing permanent — 
onig for present necessity, and which goes down, down, as everything 
merely animal must forever do. Such are the actions of the two races, 
when left to themselves, as all their works attest. Sulnlue the negro 
as we do the other animals, and like them, teach them all we can; 
then turn them loose, free them entirely from the restraints and con- 
trol of the white race, and, just like all other animals or beasts so 
treated, back to his native nature and wihlness and barbarism and the 
worship of daemons, he i<??7/ ,90. Not so with Adam's children: Start- 
ing from the flood, they began to build for Eternity. Ham, the slan- 
dered Ham, settled on the Nile, in the person of his son Mizraim. and 
built cities, monuments, temples and towers of surpassing magnificence 
and endurance; and here, too, with them, he started all the arts and 
sciences that have since covered Europe and America with grandeur 
and glory. Even dolomon, whose name is a synonym for wisdom, 
when about to btiild the Temple, instructed as he was by his father 
David, as to how God had told him the Temple was to be built; yet 
he, noiwithstandhig his wisdom, was warned of (iod, and he sent 
to Hiram, King of Tyre, for a workman skilled in all the science of 
architectuie*itnd cunning in all its devices and ornameuis, to raise and 
i/f/;;j /JbiifJiiiiifc^pAj^^igned for the visible glory of God on eavtU. 
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Ami Tliram, King of Tyre, sent him a willow's son, named Hiram 
Abiff; ami who wan Grand Manter of the workmen. He built the 
Temple and adorned it, and was killed a few months before Solomon 
consecrated it. This Hiram, King of Tyre, and this Hiram A biff, 
although the mother of the latter was a Jewess, were descendants «.f 
this slandered ffam. Now, we ask, is it reasonable to suppose that 
God would call, or would suflTer to be called, a descendant of Ham 
to superintend and build his Temple, and erect therein his altar, if 
Hiram A biff had been a negro? — a ^t-nosed negro^ whom he had ex- 
pressly forbidden to approach iiis altar? The idea is entirely incon- 
sistent with God's dealings with men. God thus, then, testifvin;ri in 
calling this son of Ham to build his Temple, his appreciation of Uam 
and his race. 

Now. let us sum up what is written in this paper: We have shown. 
(1.) That Ham was not made a negro, neither by his name, nor the 
curse (or the supposed curse) of his father Noah. {'!.) We have shown 
that the people of India, China, Turkey. Kgypt (Copts), now have 
long, straight hair, high foreheads, high noses and every lineament of 
the white race; and that these are the descendants of liam. (•-{.) That, 
therefore, it is impfssihte that Ham could be the father of the present 
race of Negroes. (4.) That this is sustained by God himself causing 
Mizraim to embalm his dead, from directly afler the flood and to con- 
tinue it for twenty-three centuries; and that these mummies now show 
Ham's children to have long, straight hair, etc., and the lineaments 
alone of the white race. (5.) Tl^at Shem, Ham and Japheth being 
white, proves that their father and mother were white. (6.) That 
Noah and his wife being white and perfect in their genealogy, proves 
that Adam and Kve were white, and therefore impossible that they 
could be the progenitors of the kinky-headed, black-skinned negroes 
of this day. (7.) That, therefore, as neither Adam nor Ham was the 
progenitor of the negro, and the negro being now on earth, conse- 
quently we know that he was created before Adam, as certainly and ap 
positiveh/ as we know that the horse and every other animal were ere 
ated before him; as Adam and Eve were the last beings created b/ 
God. (8.) That the negro being created before ASam, consequent y 
he is a, beast in God's nomenclature; and being a beast, was um.er 
Adam's rule and dominion, and, like all other beasts or animals, las 
no soul (9.) That God destroyed the world by a flood, for the crim i of 
t*je amalgamation, or miscegenation of the white race (whom he had 
endowed with souls and immortality), with negroes, mere beasts with- 
out souls and without immortality, and producing thereby a class (not 
race), but A-class of beings that were neither human nor beasts. (10.) 
That this was a crime against God that could not be expiated, and 
consequently could not be forgiven by God, and never would be; and 
that its punishment in the progeny is on earth, and by death. ^11.) 
That this was shown at Babel, Sodom and Gomorrah, and the exter* 
mination of the nations of the Canaanitea, and by God's law to .Mosea. 
(12.) That Ood will not accept religious worship from the negro, as he 
has expressly ordered that no man having a flat nose^ shall approach 
his altar; and the negroes have flat noses. (13.) That the negro has 
no soul, is shown by express authority of God, speaking through the 
Apostle Peter by divine inspiration. 

The intelligent can not fail to discover who was the tempter in the 
garden of Eden. It was a beast^ a talking beast — a beast UvoX \»N.Vl^ 
naiuralfy — if it required a miracle to make \1 VsAk ^tA <ya^ UoariM^ xck«(k 
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suppose, and us no one could tlien perform a miracle but God only 
and if he perfonned thU miracle to make a snake, a serpeni, talk, and 
to talk only with Eve, and that as soon as the serpent (?) seduced Eve 
into eating the forbidden fruit, God then perforine<i another miracle to 
stop his speaking afterward, that if this be true), then it follows beyond 
contradiction, that God is the immediate and d rect author or cause 
of sin: an idea that can not be admitted for one moment, by any be- 
liever in the Uible. God called it a beast — "wiorc subtile than all the 
bensts the Lord God had made." As Adam was the federal head of 
all his posterity, as well as the real head, so vvas this beast, the ne<:ro 
the federal head of all beasts and cattle, etc., down to creeping thin<:s— 
to things that go upon the belly and eat dust all the days of their li'e 
If all the beasts, cattle, etc., were not involved in the sin of their fcnl- 
eral head, why did God destroy them at the flood? If the crime that 
broujiht destruction on the world was the sin of Adam's race alone, why 
destroy the innocent lieasts, cattle, etc.? When all things were creatt'd, 
God not only pronounced them ^ooil, but " very good;" then w hy destroy 
these innocent (?) beasts, cattle, etc., lor Adam's sin or wrong-doing ? 
But, that iliese beasts, etc., were involved in the same sin with Adam, is 
y»osiiively pUnn. fr<»Tn one/act ///o>/^, a uiong others, and that fact is: 'i hat 
before the fall of Adam in the garden, all was peace and harmony among 
and between all created beings and things. After the fall, strife, con- 
tention and war ensued, as much among tlie beasts, cattle, etc., as with 
the posterity of Adatn ; and continues so to the present time. Why 
should God thus afflict thetn for another's crime, if they were free and 
innocent of that crime? God told Adam, on the day of his crentiun, 
*' to have dominion over everything livincr thatmoveth upon the earth:" 
but to Xoah, after the flood, he uses rc/y difl*erent language; for, wl>ile he 
told Noah to be fruitful and multiply and replenish the earth, the snme 
as he saiil to Adam, yet he adds, "and the fear o^ you and tiie dnad 
of yon shall he upon every beast of the earth, etc., and all that moveth 
upon the earth, etc.; into thy hands are they delivered " If these \\\\i\ 
continued in their " prim'val goodness," wholly unconnected with 
Adam's sin, is it reasonable to stipfKDse that Go<I would have used the 
language towanl them., thnt he did in his insti uctinns to Noah ? It is 
impossible! The intelligent can also see the judgnients of God on this 
*^' unforgivable'^ s-n, at the flood, at Babel, at Sodom and ^Jomorrah, 
and on the Canaanites, and in his law; and they may profit by ihc 
example. They can see the exact time (A. M. 2Ho), when men — the 
negro — erected the Jirnt altar on earth; they iiad seen Adam. Cain, 
Abel, and 8eth, erect altars aiid call on the name of the Lord. They, 
too, could imiiaie them; they did then imitate; they then huWt their 
altars; th^y then called on the name of the Lord; they* are yet inii- 
fating ; they are yet profaning the name of the Lord, by calling on hi-, 
name. And yoM, the people of the United States, are upholdir.g fhh 
jmtfanity. Who was it that caused God to repent and to be grieved 
at his heart, that he had made man f Will yon place yourselves along- 
side of that being, and ao;ain8t God ? All analogy says ijou will I liiit 
remember, that the righteous will escape — the hardened alone wiJl 
perish. 

Tlie wavs of God are always consistent^ when understood, and always, 
just and reasonable. It is a curious fact, but a fact, never(hele.-s, and 
fully sustained by the Bible; «nd that fact is this; That God never con- 
feri'ed, and never designed to cin'fer, any great blessing on the human 
htmily, but what iie always selects or seiecied a while slaveliuUl&r ot 
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one of a wliite davcholJing nation, as the medium, by or through which 
that ilcasnig shoal<l reach them. Why he has «loi»e so, is not materia) 
to discuss now; but \.\\q fact, that he always did so, the Uible abun- 
dantly prove^^. Abraham, the father of tlie faitliful, and in whoip 
and his seed all the families of the earth were to be blessed, is a notable 
instance of this truth. For Abraham owned three hundred and eight- 
een slaves. And the Saviour of tlie world was of a white slaveholdiug 
hotion ; and they held slaves by God's own laws, and not by theirs. And 
how has it been in respect of our own nation and government, the 
UnitjLKi Slates? A government now declared by thousands of lips latterly, 
to be the best, the very best, that has ever been in the world. Wlio 
made this government? Who established it and its noble principles f 
Let us appeal to history. The first attack on British power, and the 
aggressions of its parliament, ever made on this continent, waa«inade 
by a slaveholder, from a slave state, Patrick Henry. May 3»>, 1765. 
The first presi<lent of the first congress, that ever a^em bled on this 
continent, to consider of the affairs of the thirteen colonies, and which 
met in Philadelphia, September 5, 1774, was a slave owner from a 
slave state, Peyton Randolph. The only secretary that congress ever 
had, was a slave owner from a slave state, Charles Thompson. The 
gentleman who was chairman of the committee of the whole, on Sat- 
urday, the 8th of June, 1776, and who, on the morning of the 10th re- 
ported the resolutions, that the thirteen colonies, of right ought to be 
free and independent states^ was a slaveholder from a slave state, Ifen- 
jamin Harrison. The same gentlemen again, as chairman of the 
committee of the whole, reported the Declaration of Independence in 
form; and to which he affixed his signature, on Thursday, July 4, 1776. 
The gentleman who wrote the Declaration of Independence, was a slave 
owner, fr >m a slave state, Thomas Jefferson. The gentleman who was 
selected to lead their armies, as commander-in-chief, and who did lead 
them successfully, to victory and the independence of the country, was a 
slave owner, from aslavestate, George Washington. Thegentleman who 
was presiilent of the convention, to form the constitution ol* the United 
i^tates, was a slave holder, from a slave state, George Washington. The 
gentleman who wrote the con>titution of the United States (making it the 
best government ever formed on earth), was a slaveowner, from a slave 
state, James .Madison. The first president of the United States, under 
that constitution, and who. under Go<i gave it strength, consi.stency and 
power before the world, was a slave owner, from a slave state, George 
Washington; and these were all white men and slave ownera; and 
whatever of peace, prosperity, happiness and glory, the ]>eople of the 
United States have enjoyed under it, have been from the administration 
of liie jrovernnient, hy presidents elected by the people, o^ slave koltltrM^ 
iV«>rn lil ace states. Whenever the people have elected a president from 
a noij-^laveholJing state, commencing with the elder Adanv^ and down 
to ^Ir. I^incoln, contusion, wrangling and strife have been the order of 
t!ie day, until it culminated in the greatest civil war the world has ever 
l>elield, under the last named gentleman. Why this has l>een so is not 
in tlie line of our subject. We mention it as a matter of history, to 
(•t>ii!irin the iJihIe fact, that God ahcays Fi»lects slave/udders, or from a 
sitrel-nldin^} nation, the media throufirh which he confers his blessings 
o:i nianlviiid. Wytild it not be wisdom to hi-'cl it now? 

One rellcciion an<l thosi we are diiiio. The people of tlie Uni'e«l 
States have now thrust uiK>n tlioui, the q;K-c;tio:i of nesrro e-iuislity, st)- 
cidl, p'jiiiical and rcli::ioua. How will li.ey Oj4C\«\% vOf \^ NJaa.'S ^rrSjI^ 
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it one way, then tbey will make tlie sixth cause of invoking God'i 
wrntli, once flgAin on tlie eftrili. They will begin to discover thin ap- 
proaching wrath : (I ) l!y God bringing cotiftiHOTi. (2.) By hi« breaking 
hil ^overmiienL into pieces, or frrtgniGiits. in wbifh the negro will go 
and seitle vvtih ihoi^e that favor iliiK equality. (3) In God pouring out 
the fire of h'w wrath^ on this portion of ihem; but in whni way^ or in 
whut Ibnn, noi»e can tell until it cornea^ only th«t in severity it will 
equal in inteoj^ity aod torture, the deBtruction of fire burolng them up. (4.) 
Thu states ur people that favor this equality and amalgamation of the white and 
black races^ God foUl exterminate. To make the negro^ the politieftt, ^ooial atiil 
reliji^iiiiuaoquAt i»f the white race by tnWf by §ti$tufe and by ctfugtitutiom^ can eas- 
ily be effected in words; but at* to elevate the negro jure divino^ ia eimply tm- 
pff*(*ibt€» You can not elevate a &««f«^ to the level of a son of God — a son of Adam 
H«d Evd — bal you may dcprefls the sons of Adam and Eve, with their xmprrgM 
of tbt A\mighty J doiCH to the levelofa beaut. God haa made one for itiimortiility , 
aad the other to perish with ehe animals of the earth. The atatr diluviana onee 
mude thia depreaaiun. Will the pe(ifi>leuf the United States mnke another, nnd 
the linfftf Yea, they will, for a large majority uf the North are nnbelievere in 
the Bible ; and thia paper will mnke a htrge niimher of their clergy deiuU and 
atbeUtii. A maji eaii nut commit ao great an offenae againat hia race, against 
bis country, against hia Gud, in any other way, as to give his daughter in mttF- 
riftge 10 a negro — a h^ant — or to take one of their females for his wife. As well 
mi^jhthein theitightof God, wed his child toany other beast of fore&t or of fluid. 
ThiM crime cnnnothei expiated — it never haa been expiated on earth — and from 
ita nature never can be, and, oonsetjuently, ^evpr wmt /or(fim't ij^ (/mi, ttnd 
never wtU be. The negro ia now free. There are but two thinga on earth, that 
may bo done with him now, and the pcopio and government of this country^ 
eaaape destruction. One or the other fjod will moke ^ou do, or make ^yau accept 
hi* punish Hient, as he made Bcibel, Sodom and Gomorrah, and the Canaauitea* 
before you. Yon muAt nfnd him Lack to Africtt or reendiive him. The former \» 
the beat,/«r the best. Now, which will my country m^>n do? I do not sa.y/el- 
lot0-cit\tc»9, as I regard myself but ag a sojourner iti the land^, whose every po- 
litical duty is now performed by obeying ifour laws, be they good or bad — 
not voting, nor assisting others in mMkiug i/our la\fa. Will my couutrymun, 
in deciding fur themselves these questions, remevther — witi they remember f that 
the firttt law of liberty is obedience to Ooih Without thia obedience to the 
great and noble pHnuiple^ of God, truth, righteousness and juatice, there can 
be no liberty, no peace, no prosperity, no happiness in any earthly govern- 
nieat — iif these are sacriticed or ignored^ Ood will overturn and keep over- 
taroing, until mankind learn hia truth, justice and mercy, nnd conform to them. 
To the tjHDople of the South, wo say, obedience to God is better than all sac- 
rifices. Yoii have aacrtfleed all your negroes. It was your mic^tior*, that God 
made u«e of to form this noblest of all human governments — no others could 
do it. Do not be caai down at what haa happened, and what is ^el/o htppen — 
GoiJ will yet use you to reinstate and remodel this gitvernment, on its just 
I and noble prinniples and at the proper time. The North emi never do it* These 
lare perilous timea — the iwpieudiiiij det-inom wHJ be tttfninH j^ow, and nffoi$tst (Jod. 
l»But keep yourselves free from (Aw nin — do nut by your artK, tior btf ynnr votn, »«- 
vite theueyrtt eq»'*l{tif — if it i» forced Uftoit .vow, Vi$ it will be — obey iho laws— re- 
membering that Ood ittitl protect the rvjhteoun; and that his truth, like itself, 
will always be oonaiatcnt, and tike ita AuthoTf wiW be always and forever ert- 
mmphftNt, The Jinger of Ood U »H thii. Trust him. Th© Bible is true. 
Juiy, 1840. ^ 

Brtieitiber, 186B. ARrfSL. 

I NoTK 1- Any candid Bcholar, wishing to address the writer, is informeil. ihat 
^■ny letter addressed to *' Ariel," core of Messrs. Payne, Jamps St Co., N»ish- 
vilJe, Tennessee, during thia sutaracranJ fall (1867), will reach him nudcom- 
inund his altention. 

NoTK* 2. Some few kinky-headed nogrocs, h«ve hoen found embalmed on ihe 
_tfile, bat the inscripti'ms on their sarcophagi i, fully explain who.th».'y wcrt', 
Mod how they came to be thuie. They were generally ntt/ro trndtr$ from tha 
iMtmri&rof tk9 9t>iiniTf, and of much later dates. 



